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Current Topics. 


The New County Court (Emergency Powers) 
tule 

Ws raunr elepwhere a set of county cours rules made under the 
‘ourts (Emerg ne} wel Act, 1914. Hitherto county courts 
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eatit ry W les e new, al al the sources from which the 
cons soli date d rules me, The lt. we lmaqine, will be to 
simplify considerably th rea lure county courts under the 
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Alien Enemies as Plaintiffs. 

IN THE case of Jf lv. Grunkut (Times, 24th inst.) the 
full Court of Appeal hen accepted the rule that an alien enemy 
cannot sue. We have recognized that this is in aecordance with 
the cases decided during the Napoleonic and Crimean Wars (58 
Soicitors’ JOURNAL, p. 876), and we have expressed the view 
that it was too well settled to be altered except by the Legisla- 
ture (ante, p. 3). But we have also suggested that it is incon- 
venient and out of harmony with the modern rule elsewhere, and 
when we found that the full Court of Appeal was to deal with 
the position of alien enemies generally, we entertained, as we 
intimated last week, the hope that it would see its way to adopt 
a bold course and to override the decisions of the past. It will 
be remembered that Sir SamurL Evans, P., has recently re- 
laxed the rule of the Prize Court, and allowed an alien enemy 
to appear as a claimant under the Hague Conventions, on the 
ground that it was merely a matter of practice whether an alien 
enemy should be allowed to appear or not. It would, perhaps, not 
have been impossible for the Court of Appeal to act similarly as 
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regards the right to sue; to treat this as a matter of practice 
and to admit the right. The question whether an alien enemy 
can be sued is still under consideration in the Court of Appeal ; 
Lut should it be answered in the affirmative it will probably be 
found inconvenient to refuse to hear alien enemies as plaintiffs, 
and yet to hear them as defendants. And in the case of 
Marwell v. Grunhut (supra), the decision seems to be productive 
of substantial loss. The object of the proceedings was to enable 
an enemy creditor to get in his assets in this country in order to 
have funds to pay his debtors, also in this country. Other ways 
may, perhaps, be devised of adjusting such credits and debts, but 
the most direct way would be to enable the machinery of the 
courts to be utilized as usual both in favour of and against alien 
enemies. It will be remembered that in Janson v. Dricfontein 
Consolidated Mines (1902, A. C. 484) an action by an alien enemy 
was allowed to be brought by consent of the parties, and this, 
notwithstanding Lord Davey’s dissent at p. 499, is an obvious 
recognition that no question of public policy is involved. We do 
not suppose that there is any chance now of the Legislature 
intervening, or of the Court of Appeal following the example of 
the President and modifying the practice, but hereafter we hope 
the point will receive further consideration. It is important to 
keep in mind two principles, first, that war should not interrupt 
business relations further than is necessary to prevent assistance 
being given to the enemy ; and secondly, that war and its effeets 
should be confined as far as possible to the armed forces of the 
belligerents. 


English Companies and German Shareholders. 


BuT WHILE the disability of an alien enemy to sue has 
been recognized by the Court of Appeal, the case is different 
where the alien enemy is a shareholder in a company 
registered and carrying on business here. Such a company is 
under no disqualification, whatever may be the proportion of 
shares held by the alien enemy shareholders, and two decisions 
to the effect have been given this week. In Amorduct Manufac- 
turing Vo. v. Defries & Co. (reported elsewhere) the Divisional 
Court (Horaipce and Row att, JJ.) appear to have felt no diffi- 
culty on the point. The company is a distinct entity from the 
shareholders and does not lose its British character because 
some shareholders are enemies. But in that case a substantial 
part of the shares—385 out of 1,820—were hold by a naturalized 
German living in this country, who, of course, is not an alien 
the remaining 1,435 were held in Germany. In Con- 
and Rubber Co. v. Thomas 


enemy ; 
tinental Ty 


held by a naturalized German residing here, and all the rest 
were held by the parent company, which is German, or by 
(yermans resident in Germany. So that the case was as strong 
as possible in favour of identifying the company with its enemy 
shareholders if this could be done. 


A Company as a Separate Persona. 

But since Salomon’s case (1897, A. C. 22), and even apart 
from that case, it has been quite impossible in English law to 
effect this identification ; the company is a separate entity and 
this the court is bound to recognize. In 7'he Tommi (ante, p. 26) 


Sir Samuect Evans, P., intimated that the Prize Court could | 
|clauses 2 and 4. 


disregard this doctrine, and look behind a British company own 
ing a British ship at the German shareholders. This, we may 
be permitted to remark, is at least questionable. : 
was settled for shipping long before Salomon’s case by BR. vy. 
Arnaud (9 (). B. 806), and we are not aware of any authority 
which relieves the Prize Court in such a matter from following 
the recognized rules of law. 
should, it may be suggested, be applied strictly. In the Conti 
nental Ture Co.'s CAS 
of the company to sue, notwithstanding the nature of its con- 
stituency, is suppurted by the Trading with the 
Enemy Act, 1914, and by the Proclamation of 9th 
September (58 Soicrrors’ JOURNAL, 827, 842). The Act, by 
section 2 (2) (+), makes special provision with respect to com- 
panies where one-third or more of the issued capital is held by 





enemies ; and the Proclamation attaches enemy character only 
to companies incorporated in an enemy country (clause 3). It 
seems impossible to go behind all this body of law and disable 
an English company from suing because it has an enemy con- 
stituency. Moreover, the legal disability of an enemy plaintiff 
is purely technical, and, as we have pointed out above, is not 
based on any substantial ground of public policy ; while, as Mr, 
Justice LusH observed, the substantial reasons are all in 
favour of allowing the company to continue its operations, and 
these involve the receipt of money and therefore the right to sue 
for it. It is of course admitted that the proceeds are not to go 


to an alien enemy abroad. 


Espionage and the Death Penalty. 


Tue Defence of the Realm Consolidation Bill, which is just 
on the point cf being passed into law, is specially interesting 
from the addition which is now made to the powers of courts 
martial. Under the Defence of the Realm Act, 1914, persons 
arrested under that Act could be tried by court martial, but the 
maximum penalty which the court martial could impose was 
penal servitude for life. In the Home Office statement on 
Espionage of 9th October it was said that espionage, though 
punishable only with penal servitude under the Act, was a capital 
offence outside the Act. This we have taken leave to doubt, 
and the matter has now been regularized by introducing in the 
Consolidation Bill a proviso that “where it is proved that the 
offence is committed with the intention of assisting the enemy, 
a person convicted of such an offence by a court martial shall be 
liable to suffer death.” This meets the two-fold objection that 
a person arrested under the Act should not be handed over toa 
court martial for punishment outside the Act ; and also that the 
propriety of a court martial inflicting the capital sentence for 
espionage not committed within the theatre of war is not free 
from question. Of course, we are aware that these matters are 
settled primarily by the acts of soldiers, and not by the opinion 
of civilians ; and it is unnecessary, especially at the present 
crisis, to discuss the matter further. The existence of courts 
martial is admittedly an unfortunate necessity, and it may be 
hoped that there will be no occasion to act upon the new 
provision ; but if there is, the court martial will now have proper 
statutory authority for its proceedings. 


Trading with the Enemy. 
Tue TraptnG with the Enemy Act (1914) Amendment Bill 





Tilling (Limited) (Times, 
24th inst.) only one share out of 25,000 shares of £1 each was | 
| Public Trustee the Custodian of enemy property—is not likely 


The matter | 
| Council made thereunder.” 


Indeed, since the rights with which | 
the Prize Court deals are based on forfeiture, the rules of law | 
| with such particulars as he may require. Clause 4 deals with 


(supra) Lusu, J., pointed out that the right | 


has been the subject of a good deal of discussion, and we cannot 
say what its final form will be, but the central idea—making the 


to bp altered. Under clause 1 the Board of Trade will appoint 


'a person to act as such Custodian for England and Wales, for 


Scotland, and for Ireland; but for England and Wales the Public 
Trustee is to be appointed Custodian and is to “ have the like 


| status, and his accounts shall be subject to the like audit, as if the 


same were held by him in his capacity of Public Trustee.” It 


| will be the function of the Custodian to receive, \hold, preserve, 


and deal with “such property as may be paid to or vested in 
him in pursuance of the Act. It is material, therefore, to notice 
what property is to be thus paid to or vested in him, since this 
determines the scope ef the Act. The relevant clauses are 
The former requires all dividends, interest, 
and shares of profits belonging to an alien enemy to 
be paid to the Custodian, and he will hold such moneys 
“subject to the provisions of the Act and any Order in 
There are provisions enforcing the 
obligation of payment, and in particular clause 4 renders trustees 
liable to penalties if they do not within one month after the 
passing of the Act give notice to the Custodian and furnish him 















corpus, and empowers the court to vest in the Custodian any 
property, real or personal, “ belonging to or held or managed for 
or on behalf of an enemy, if the court is satisfied that such 
vesting is expedient for the purposes of this Act.” Clause 5 
regulates the disposition of the property thus vested in the 
Custodian. Under sub-section 2 it is not liable to be attached or 
otherwise taken in execution, but the Custodian may out of it 
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pay any debts.of the enemy owner if ordered to do so by the 
court. Subject to this, and subject also to any directions of the 
Board of Tradé or the court, the Custodian will hol 
the property until the termination of the war, and will 
thereupon deal with it as directed by Order in Council 
Clause 6 in effect invalidates the assignment of debts or 
other choses in action by or on behalf of an enemy, and 
elause 8 invalidates transfers of stock, shares, or debentures 
made by or on behalf of an enemy after 18th November. 
Clauses 10 and 11 strengthen particular sections of the principal 
Act ; the former extends section 1, which forbids trading with the 
enemy, to attempts or offers to trade, and the latter enables a 
controller to be appointed generally under section 3, where this is 
expedient in the public interest owing to circumstances arising 
out of the war. The amending Bill extends very consider- 
ably the control of enemy property, and it is quite possible that 
it will enable arrangements to be made for liquidating the 
credits and debts in this country of enemy businesses abroad. 
Subject to this, the property will no doubt be preserved for 
its proper owners after the war, provided a corresponding 
course is taken by the enemy. 


Emergency Legislation. 

Or THE remaining Bills which have been 
this week, and which will presumably become law immediately, 
the most important are the Execution of Trusts (War Facilities) 
Bill, the Finance Bill, the Criminal Justice Administration (Post- 
ponement) Bill, and the House of Commons (Commissions in His 
Majesty’s Forces) Bill. The first of these meets the difficulty 
which arises where trustees are serving in the Forces abroad. 
Onlinarily a power of attorney can only be given by a trustee 
for the performance of a purely ministerial act, such as the 
execution of a deed already approved; not an act involving any 
discretion (Re Hetling and Merton’s Contract 1893, 3 Ch. 269) 
The Bill enables a trustee to delegate the exer ution of the trust 
to an attorney while he is on war service. The Finance Act incor- 
porates the proposals as to the tea and beer duties and income tax 
which have been necessitated by the war, and provides for the 
reduction of the current assessment to income tax where there 


before Parliament 


is a decrease of income due to circumstances attributable directly 
or indirectly to the war. The Criminal Justice Administration 
Act, 1914, was, Save as otherwise expressly provided, to have 
Section 10 (Power 
to send youthful delinquents to Borstal Institutions) does not 
wome into operation till Ist September, 1915. The general day 
of commencement is now to be postponed to Ist April, 1915, 
the exception of certain sections, such as s¢ on to 
allow time for payment of fines) and some sections as to bail, 
payment of sums of money and otherwise, which are still to 
come into operation on Ist December. This will require careful 
comparison of the Act with the on the part of 
magistrates’ clerks and others. The fourth of the B lls mentione d 
above deals with a matter affecting members of Parliament which 
ls frequently causing trouble. The acceptance by a member of 
& commission would vacate his seat, since this is an office of 
profit under the Crown. The rule is now to be abolished. and to 
be abolished generally, not for this 


with 
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amending Act 


war only 


A New Form of Suspension Orde: 

IN A discipline case heard by the Divisional Court on the 10th 
inst... the order took a novel form. The solicitor had acted for 
snecessive administrators of an estate. The estate had been in 

is hands for some years and there was ultimately a balance of 
£700 due from him. This was’ after deducting certain annual 
charges for costs which at the end reached a considerable sum, 
and the Discipline Committee considered that the amount was 
in excess of what he would have been allowed on taxation. 
Moreover, the affidavit prepared on the second grant of admini 
stration did not shew the whole estate, which was known to be 
8 excess of the figure mentioned, and although it referred to a 
corrective affidavit, this was in fact never carried in. The soli- 
citor's defence was that his attention had been absorbed by 

VY litigation in which he was engaged, and that he had had an 

Weident which incapacitated him for work for over a year. But the 





committee found against him, and reported that he had been guilty 
of professional misconduct. On the application to the court he 
desired to give further explanation of the accounts beyond that 
offered to the committee, with the object of shewing that the sums 
retained for costs were, in fact, too little, and not too much ; but 
the court declined to allow this to be done. The proper tribunal 
to investigate explanations by the solicitor was the committee, 
and the court would not go behind them. On this point the 
judgment was very emphat “Wo desire,” said DARLING, J., 
“to make that perfectly plain. It is a matter on which the 
whole court feels very strongly, and we trust that the Law 
Society will not think for a moment that what has been dono in 
this case gives the slightest encouragement to any solicitor to 
attempt to evale them asa tribunal, and to reserve his answer 
for this court.” As regards the solicitor’s conduct, the court 
expressed themselves as perfectly satisfied that his business got 
into great confusion, not by reason of dishonest intention on bis 
part, but because he was physically and mentally incapable o 
giving it attention, The ca 0, therefore, it was con- 
sidered, was one for suspension only and payment of costs, tho 
yf suspension being a year, but the order was not 
the solicitor, no 
court was 


prope 
a. 


period 
made in this form. As a concession to 
order for suspension was made at all, but the 
content to accept his undertaking that he would not apply 
for a certificate for twelve months, and that at the end of the year 
he would not take out a certificate until he had paid the Law 
Society's costs. This, it was poi ted out, was as effectual as 
the cir the solicitor, if he 
applied for a certificate, would not get one; though the eccurt 
was careful to disclaim the suggestion that he would apply. But 
the device avoided an actual order of suspension, and since the 
court had decided that the case was one for punishment, the 
punishment was inflicted, it seems, in the most considerate way. 


suspension, because under Imstances 


Alien Enemies and English Land. 


Tuere is a striking divergence between the various opinions 
expressed in our text books on the question whether subjects of 
a hostile state may rightfully acquire and hold land in this 


country during the continuance of war. It is a 
opinion only, for there is no clear authority on the point. 
withority as there isis merely indirect, and is furnished by some 
old cases decided more than a century ago. These cases are by 
no means satisfactory, and further obscurity has been caused by 
divers statutory provisions relating to the rights of aliens 
generally, confusing the status of an alien enemy and an alien 
friend. It is proposed in this‘article to deal with the authorities, 
such as they are, and to examiffe the question on the materials 
at hand, with a view of answering the simple question :—Can 
an alien enemy acquire and hold English land during the present 
war, either in fee simple or for a term of years, freed from the 
liability of forfeiture 
It will be convenient to commence with a statement of the 
common law rules in the matter as enunciated by the old text 
writers. On tho status of aliens, as regards their rights and 
powers of landholding, Lord Coke has a good deal to say. In 
his day the law denied an alien friend or enemy the power of 
holding land. Land in the hands of an alien was liable to fo 
feiture to the ¢ Lord Coxe deals with persons who have 
the capacity of purchasing, but not of holding. An alien was 
uch a person. Although the law in general refused to recognize 
the heir of an alien, an alien could purchase lands and acquire 
them in fee simple under a conveyance to him and his heirs. 
On such an acquisition, the legal estate in the land apparently 
remained vested in the alien until forfeiture. One of the resolu- 
tions of the court in Page’s case (1588, 5 Co. Rep. 52a) was, “ that 
in the case of an alien the inheritance or freehold of the land i 
not vested in the King till office found under tho Great Seal, 
for that is an office of intitling. If an alien tenant in tail 
suffered a recovery before office found, the recovery was good, 
and bound the remainderman. ‘That was a result working to the 
prejudice of the remainderman, but not to the prejudice of the 
King, who apparently could take by the forfeiture on office found 
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gi was a maxim that had full scope in this matter. Again, if 
an alien and a subject purchased lands in feo simple, they were 
joint tenan‘s, anl, according to Lord Coxe, the survivorship 
“held place” (Co. Litt. 1804). How far it held place if the 
ulien died and the subject survived is But it would 
seen that even mesne assignments by an alien to a subject pur- 
chasing for value did not save the lands from subsequent for 


obieure. 


feiture on office found (see Fish v. Aleim, 1817, 2 Mer. 431). 

As regards purchises and acquisitions of fresholds in fee 
simple, there was no marked distinction between an alien friend 
and an alien enemy. There was certainly no rule miking pur 
chases by alien enemies void fio. The lands in the hands 
of the alien (friend or enemy) were merely forieitable—-and 
forfeitable at any time, apparently, on office found Further, in 
the words of Lord Hatnercey, L.C., in Svarp v. St. Seveur (1871 
7 Ch. App. 343, at p. 355), the law did not recognize the 
possibility of an alien acquiring an estate by act of law ; for 
instance, an alien could not take as heir or as dowress, the 
reason assigned he that the law would not do so uselessa 
thing as to cast that ona person which he could not hold. For 
feiture—moreover, forfeiture relating back tothe time when the 
estate was acqu red by tha alien—was an incident to the 
acquisition of all real estate by or on behalf of an alien. Ard so 
the law continned down to the time when the Naturalization 
Act, 1870, came into fore 

As regards the acquisition of land by aliens for a term of 
years, the law was somewhat different In this connection we 
lind distinct traces of some difference between an alien friend 
and alien enemy. There was a curious distinction drawn at 
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law b 


yneral 


tween the acquisitioa by an alien of lands for 
years for und the acquisition for a term of 
premises for the purposes of habitation. Lord Coke lays it 
(lown (Co. Litt. 2b) that “as to a lease for years, there is a 
diversity between a lease for years of a house for the habitation 
Kin pisinl i i vith 


common 
rp 7es, 


of a merchant stranger being an alien, who» 

ors (the it our own) and a lease for years of lands, 
meadows, pastures, woods, and the like.” ‘For,’ Lord Coke 
continues, ‘if he takes a lease for vears of lands, meadows, &c.., 
upon office found the King shall have it; but of a house for 
habitation he may take a lease for years as incident to commerce ; 
for without habitation he cannot morchandize or trade.” Then 
his lordship adds, “ Bat if tha al ba no merchant, then the 
King shall have the lease for years albeit it were for his habita- 
tion; and so it is i he an alien enemy.” Again the italics are 
our t of this passage appears to ba this, that on 


slies are 


on 


wn. The efl 
office found, that is to say on inquisition, a lease to an alien 
friend or enemy was forfeited to the Crown, unless, in the case 
of an alien friend, he was a merchant, and the premises had been 
acquired for the purposes of his habitation. In other words, any 
lease to an alien, who becams: an alien enemy, was forfeitab'e to 
the Crown. 

Turning the statutory sourees of rity, the 
statute 7 & 8 Vict. c. 66 made it competent for a resident 
alien, being the subject of a friendly state, to hold lands for any 
term not exceeding twenty-one years for the purposes of re3i- 
dence or business. In this Act a distinction was drawn between 
an alien enemy and an alien friend. Bat no such distinction was 
drawn by the Naturalization Act of 1870. Saction 2 of the last- 
mentioned Act provides that real and personal property of every 
description may be taken, acquired, held and disposed of by an 
alien in the same manner in all respects as by a natural born 
British subject ; and that a title to real and personal property of 
every description may be derived through, from or in succession 
to an alien in the same manner in a!l respects as through, from 
or in succession to a natural born British subject. There is a 
proviso to this section providing that the section shall not entitle 
an alien to any right or privilege as a British subject, except 
such rights and privileges in respect of property as are thereby 
expressly given to him. The Act contains a definition clause, 
but the term “alien” is in no way defined. Tho Act also repeals, 
amongst other enactments, the statute 7 & 8 Vict., c. 66. The 
recently passed British Nationality and Status of Aliens Act, 1914 
(4 & 5 Geo. 5, ec. 17), which is to coms into effect on 1st January 
n3xt, contains provisions very similar to those of section 2 of the 
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| enemy was open to the gravest doubt, the practical question is 


| mercial, financial, or other contract or obligation with or for the 


Twelve Tables ; at least they are not readily accessible, and we 





Act of 1870. The recent Act, however, defines the expression 
“alien” as meaning a person who is not a British subject. 

The question which gives riss to the divergency ot opinion in the 
texts books alluded to above appears to depend on the construction 
of the Act of 1870. Can an alien enemy acquire and hold English 
land either in fee simple or for a term of years freed from all 
liability to forfeiture ? As the Proclamations of 5th August and 
9th September prohibited subjects from entering into any com- 










benefit of an enemy, and as, even before those Proclamations, the 
legality of any contract for the sale, &c., of land to an alien 






necassarily confined to the point whether the Act of 1870 has or 
has not removed the liabilicy to forfeiture in the cases where 
an alien has already acquired the land or been granted a lease. 
Upon the whole the better view appears to be that the liability 
to forfeiture has gone. It is quite true that, as Lord LInpLey 
pointed out in Wheston v. Maple & Co. (1893, 3 Ch. 48, at p. 64), 
the Crown is never bound by a statutory enactment unless the 
intention of the Legislature to bind the Crown is clear and 
unmistakable. But when section 2 of the Act of 1870 is read 
in the light of the then existing law, it is impossible to escape 
from the conclusion that the Crown’s right by prerogative to the 
lands of an alien—which wa3, as we have attempted to shew, 
the law’s reasons for the alien’s dissbilities—was abrogated by 
the Act. It is also impossible, it seems, to confine the word 
“alien,” as used in the Act, to aliens other than alien ensmies. 
The terms of the section leave no loophole for such a distinction. 
Land may be held by an alien in the same manner in a'l respects 
as by a natural born British subject. t 












What could be clearer ? 
The case of an alien duly registered under the Aliens 
Restriction Act is, of course, an @ fortiori case. 

















Judge Parry on the Law.* 


“ T.aws grind the poorand rich men rule the law.” This is the mottd 
with which Judge Parry prefaces his book. The dedication is “To 
the Man in the Street, in the pious hope that he will take up his job 
and do it,” from which we gather that the learned author looks to 
the public at large to effect the reforms on which his heart is set, but 
which still tarry. First and foremost there is imprisonment for debt. 
As we intimated last week, the story of this is brought down from 
very early times, even from the days of EtisHa. “ What happened 
was this: The county court bailiffs of the county court of Israel, holden 
at Samaria, went with a body warrant to seize the two sons of 4 
poor widow on behalf of a creditor of her late husband, just as they 
inight do to-day.” And then there was the miracle of the oil, and 
the proceeds of sale were enough to pay the debt, with a surplus to 
provide maintenance for the widow and her children. “I am very 
fond,” says the judge, “of that story ”—and throughout he shews quite 
a good old-fashioned liking for Scripture—“ I like to believe it really 
happened. I wish it could happen to-day, for there are many poor 
women in much the same straights as that poor widow.” Bat it does 
not. “The poor are worse off now than they were then. The 
bailiffs come for their bodies on behalf of their creditors 
still. And they look down the road in vain. There is no 
ELIsHa.’ And then we pass to imprisonment for debt 
in the ancient Greek and Ream worlds, with references to 
Soron’s tract, “ What the Archon Saw,” which resulted in imprison 
ment for debt being scotched in Athens for all time—or was 
this only temporary ! We have not Grore at hand. “I could have 
got along with Soto,” says the judge. Imprisonment for debt at 
Rome, with the possible sharing out of the debtor’s body among his 
creditors, naturally brings in Portia and Suy.ock, but only to shew 
that her point of law was bad. It “was foreseen and provided for 
in the drafting of the Twelve Tables. It is enacted in the Third 
Table :—‘ After the third market day the creditors may cut thelr 
several portions of his body; and any one that cuts more or les 
than his just share shall be guiltless.’” Again we must rely on the 
judge ; we have several collections of statutes at hand, but not the 































should have said from our recollection of them that they are more 
fragmentary than the quotation indicates. But at Rome there was 
no Sotoy, and Judge Parry would not have got on with the Romans. 
“In later yewrs the slavery of debtors was abolished and imprison 
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* The Law and the Poor. By His Honour Jadge Epward Assorr PAarRy. Smith, 
Fider & Co. 7s. 6d. net 
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The same chapter treats of domicil as affecting the enemy status, 
but in the text the distinction between ordinary domicil and commer- 
cial domicil does not seem to be very clearly drawn ; the distinction 
is pointed out, however, in a note at p. 126, and a few pages later there 
is & discussion of the national character of companies, a matter of 
no little importance at the present time. yard germane to the 
subject of the moment are the sections on the duties of neutrals and 
contraband (760 et seg.), and on the capture of a ship as prize (829). 
Jt is pointed out in a note that this should be “ prise,” being 
the Latin “prensus” through the French “ prise,” and not “ pretium ” 
through prise; but orthography, when once it has gone wrong, 
rarely recovers itself. 

To turn to matters of more permanent importance, there is, a 
useful discussion at pp. 1399 et seq. of the important question as to 
constructive total loss—whether in applying the rule in section 60 of 
the Marine Insurance Act, 1906, the value of the unrepaired ship is 
to be added to the cost of repairs or not. If this is done, and the 
cost of repairs then exceeds the value of the ship as repaired, there 
is a total loss; but if, without bringing in the value of the un 
repaired ship, the repairs are less than the value of the ship as 
repaired, there is not a total loss. Under the law before 
the statute it was held in Macheth &: Uo. v. Maritime Insurance Co. 
(1908, A. C. 144), overruling Angel v. Merchants’ Insurance Co. (1903, 
1 K. B. 811), that the value of the wreck must be added to the 
cost of repairs ; but which is the rule under the Act has been matter 
of speculation, In Ha’/ v. Hayman (1912, 2 K. B. 5), Bray, J., 
held that the value of the wreck was not to be included, and this 
view, which is in accordance with the statement of the present rule 
in the Laws of England (vol. 17, p. 484), is adopted by the editors ; 
but they state fully the arguments both for the inclusion and non- 
inclusion of this item. Asin the 8th edition, the editors introduce 
the provisions of the Act of 1906 into the text, and the work thus 
gives a commentary on the Act and at the same time a guide to the 
practice of marine insurance ; as, for instance, in Chapter VI., where 
the relations between assured, broker and underwriter are explained. 
The only subsequent statutory provision is, we believe, the Marine 


Insurance (Gambling Policies) Act, 1909, which makes the effecting | 


of policies without having a bona fide interest in the adventure 
criminal. This is explained in an additional section (313), and the 
analogous subjects of excessive valuation and the concealment of 
other insurances are dealt with on pp. 755 et seg., where the recent 
case of The Gunford (1911, A. C. 529), is stated. There it was held that 
such insurances must be disclosed. 
have been very carefully edited and brought up-to-date. The Act 
of 1906 is printed separately in one of the appendices, with references 
to the places where its provisions are discussed, and the appendices 
contain other matter of practical importance, such as the Institute 
clauses, the York-Antwerp Rules, and the Practice Rules of the 
Association of Average Adjusters. 


Books of the Week. 

Criminal Appeal.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of 
Cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal, 18th August, 25th September, 
12th, 19th, 20th, 26th October, 1914. Edited by Herman Conen, 
Barrister-at-Law. Vol. XL, Part 1. Stevens & Haynes. 3s. 6d. net. 

Companies.—A Summary of the Law of Companies. By 
T. Eustace Sirs, Barrister-at-Law. Twelfth Edition. By the 
Author and Caartes Hersert Hicks, Solicitor. Stevens & Haynes. 
7s. 6d. 


Correspondence. 


Increment Value Duty of Leases. 

[Jo the Kditor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—Referring to the letter from “ Subscriber ” and the paragraph 
headed “Costs of Assessing Increment Value Duty” in “ Current 
Topics” appearing in your issue of 2ist inst., does not section 1 of 
the Revenue Act, 1911, make it conclusively clear that the above 
costs, if not covered by the scale and if payable at all, must be paid 
by the lessor and not the lessee ? Reorxatp T. Baxter. 

Lewes, November 24. 

[No doubt this is so. Weare obliged to Mr. Baxter for pointing 
out the statutory provision, which we had not in mind when we 
wrote last week.—Eb. S./.] 








The Roard of Trade Journal announces that the moratorium in Bul 
garia has been extended for three months from November 7. ‘The 
export of all food staples and transport animals has been prohibited. 
The moratorium in Norway has been terminated. 





Altogether the work appears to | 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


WALKER +. MURPHY. No. 1. 19th and 20th October; and 
6th November. 

Corporation—Freemen’s Ricuts to Derasture Catrrte on ‘lows 
Moor—Transrer or Stinr Tickets—ReservarTion or Parts oF 
Moor ron ANNUAL Fairs—TemperRANce FestivaAL—Licence TO BRING 
RouNDABOUTS AND SHows on Moor—Damace To Hersace—Powenrs 
or CORPORATION—CONSENT OF FReEMEN—INJUNCTION—MEASURE OF 
Damaces—Town Moor Acr, 1774 (14 Gero. 3, c. cv.)—NEWCASTLE 
uPpoN-Tyne Improvement Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. cxx.). 

Under local Acts of 1774 and 1870, the soil of the Town Moor, a 
common within the city of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, was vested in the cor- 
poration, and the herbage rights in the freemen and widows of freemen, 
each being entitled to depasture two milch cows thereon. A certain por- 
tion of the moor was set aside for the holding of fairs and horse-races, 
and the corporation and a committee of stewards representing the free- 
men were, by the Act of 1870, empowered jointly to make agreements 
for the appropriation of parts of the moor for agricultural shows, reviews 
and other public purposes. In 1882 the races hitherto held on the moor 
were removed elsewhere, and the corporation and the committee of 
freemen jointly gave a licence for the holding of a temperance featival 
on the race ground, which had since been held annually. Owing to 
yreat damage having been caused, in 1912, to the herbage by the use of 
heavy traction engines to bring roundabouts, etc., to the festival, the 
committee of freemen refused to concur in granting a licence to the 
defendants to attend with their roundabouts, but such licence was 
granted by the corporation alone, and the festival was held as usual. 
On the committee suing the defendants for an injunction and damages, 

Held (affirming Neville, J.), (1) that the temperance festival was not 
a‘ fair” within the meaning of the local Acts; (2) that the corpora- 
tion was not entitled to grant a licence to the defendants without the 
concurrence of the plaintiffs; (3) that the defendants were trespassers 
and the plaintiffs were entitled te an injunction against them and 
(4) that the plaintiffs would hold the damages recovered as 
and the defendants were not concerned with the application 


damages ; 





frustecrs 
| thereof. 
Appeal by the defendants from a decision of Neville, J. (reported 
58 Sovicrrors’ Journat, 672). The Town Moor, Newcastle-on-Tyne, 
| was a common of some 850 acres in area, situate within the boundaries 
| of the borough, of which the corporation were owners in fee simple, 
| subject to the right of freemen and freemen’s widows, being residents 
of the city, to depasture two milch cows each thereon, the total not to 
exceed 800. The right, which was known as the ‘*‘ herbage right,’’ was 
| established, after litigation, by the Town Moor Act, 1774 This Act 
made provision for leasing parts of the moor for improvement, but by 
section 7 no demise was to be made of the parts known as Cowhill and 
the Race-ground, and any other parts where fairs were held, which 
were to be preserved for fairs and horse races, and the erection of 
stands and booths on such occasions. By the Newcastle upon-Tyne 
Improvement Act, 1870, the Town Moor was placed under the manage: 
ment of a committee of stewards and wardens representing the free- 
men. Section 8 empowered the committee and the corporation to enter 
into agreements for the appropriation of parts of the Town Moor for 
not more than ten continuous days for public reviews, agricultural 
shows, or other public purposes, and section 19 provided that nothing 
in the Act was to affect the positions and reservations in the Act of 
| 1774 as to holding fairs and races. In 1882 the Newcastle races, then 
held annually during the last weck in June, were removed from the 
Town Moor, and since then had been held at Gosforth Park, and in 
the same year the corporation and committee jointly gave permission 
for a temperance festival to be held on the old race ground at the same 
| date, and granted licences to showmen to attend with roundabouts and 
other amusements. Since then the festival, with its attendant shows, 
had been annually held on the moor, and had gradually grown into a 
function which attracted very large crowds. In 1912, a very wet year, 
| the surface of the moor was much cut up by the heavy traction engines 
and motors used by the defendants, who were amusement caterers, 
known as the ‘‘ North-Eastern Roundabout Syndicate,’’ and the her 
bage was seriously damaged, and had not recovered a year later. 
Consequently, in 1913, the committee of stewards, while concurring 
with the corporation in granting permission for the festival to be held 
as usual, declined to concur in granting a licence to the defendants to 
bring their roundabouts and other shows on to the ground. The cor- 
| poration, however, purported to grant such a licence, and the defendants 
attended the festival, paying to the corporation £1,125, and covenant 
| ing to make good all damage, upon the Corporation indemnifying them 
against any claims by the committee. Considerable damage was done 
to the herbage. The Acts of 1774 and 1870 contained provision by 
which each freeman who applied for it was entitled to receive annually 
a “stint ticket’ for two cows, and could sell his ticket te any inhabit 
ant, no one ticket-holder, however, being allowed to depasture more than 
ten cows. Most of the persons now exercising herbage rights were trans. 
ferees of stint tickets, and in 1912-13 about 193 cows were depastu 
on the moor. The herbage was sufficient for about 400 cows. 





| plaintiffs, who were the committee of stewards and wardens under the 
| Act of 1870, brought this action, claiming an injunction ond Someee 
| The corporation were not made parties to the action, but instruc 


| 
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the town clerk to defend it. Neville, J., gave judgment for the plain 
tiffs, assessing the damages at £214, and the defendants appealed. 
Cur. adv. vult. 

Lord Cozens-Hanpy, M.R., said that the result of the two Acts was 
that the exclusive right to the herbage of the moor was given to the 
resident freemen, though the soil was in the corporation. Provisions 
were made authorizing the corporation and the freemen, acting through 
their statutory committee. to sanction the appropriation of parts of 
the moor for ‘‘ public purposes’’ for not more than ten continuous days, 
but there was nothing in the Acts which could authorize the corpora- 
tion alone to interfere with the rights of the freemen. The defendants, 
who were showmen, had been granted, on payment to the corporation 
of £1,125, a licence to take exclusive possession of some 50 or 60 acres 
of the moor, and they undertook to make good any damage. This was 
after the institution of the action, but the show was allowed to take 
place, an undertaking being given. It was faintly sought to justify 
the trespass on the ground that the show was a fair within section 7 
of the Act of 1774, but on reading the whole section this was seen to 
be impossible. The decision of Neville, J., therefore, in granting the 
injunction was quite right. The question of damages presented more 
difficulty. It was not quite clear how the sum of £214 was arrived at. 
As the stint tickets were for one year only, it was contended that the 
persons who were damnified by the trespass in the year 1913-14 were 
not the same as the ticket-holders for 1914-15, that the plaintiffs only 
represented freemen, and not ticket-holders who were not freemen, and 
that the freemen had no estate or exclusive possession in the herbage, 
but only a right to turn out a limited number of cows to eat the grass. 
But in either case their rights had plainly been interfered with. Under 
section 6 of the Act of 1870 the committee were authorized to act on 
behalf of the stewards and wardens and freemen and widows of free- 
men “for all purposes relating to the Town Moor.’’ One of those pur- 
poses was to guard the interests of the stint ticket holders, whether 
freemen or not. The committee were in substance in the position of 
trustees. It was true the herbage was not vested in them, but they 
had a statutory right to assert and defend the rights of all freemen and 
ticket-holders. Any money they recovered by way of damages they 
must apply in accordance with law. They would have a lien on the 
money recovered for their costs, and must apply any surplus for the 
benefit of the persons interested. The defendants, being wrong-doers, 
could not go into that question. If the committee were in any diffi- 
culty, they could apply to the court for directions as to the disposition 
of the surplus. The learned judge appeared to have held the plaintiffs 
entitled to damages for 1913-14 and also for 1914-15. In his lordship’s 
opinion that was right, and the evidence amply justified the award of 
more than £214. The question of damages for exclusive possession 
had not been gone into, and it was not necessary, in order to support 
the judgment, to do so. The appeal failed, and must be dismissed with 
costs. 

Kennepy, L.J., who referred to Collins v. Cooper (68 L. T. 450) 
and Whitwham v. Westminster Brymbo Colliery Co. (1896, 2 Ch. 538), 
and observed that the measure of damages was not, as in the colliery 
wayleave cases, the benefit accruing to the defendants, but the loss 
incurred by the plaintiffs, and 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.— 
Counset, Peterson, K.C., and Dighton Pollock ; Upjohn, K.C., Jenkina, 
K.C., and Stuart Moore. Soricrrors, Collyer-Bristow, d& Co., for 
A. M. Oliver, Newcastle-on-Tyne; J. H. Pitchforth, for Arnott, Swen, 
& Walker, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

[Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.) 


WILLS v. GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 
22nd and 23rd October; 16th November. 


Ramway—Carriace or Goops—Sprcian Contract—‘‘ Owner’s Risk ”’ 
—Meantnc or ‘‘ Non-DELIVERY"’ OF CONSIGNMENT—NON-DELIVERY 
or Part or CONSIGNMENT. 

The defendants, a railway company, contracted with the plaintiff 
to carry three consignments of carcases. In the firat case eight days, 
in the second case four days and in the third two days after the 
arrival, but in each case within 14 days after the dispatch of the 
consignments, the plaintiff claimed in writing that there was a shortage 
in the number of carcases in each consignment, and he claimed 
damages in respect of the same. The goods were consigned at owner's 
risk and the contract was subject to certain general conditions, printed 
on the back, clause 3 of which was as follows :—‘‘ No claim in respect 
of goods for loss or damage during the transit, for which the company 
may be liable, will be allowed unless the same be made in writing 
within three days after delivery of the goods in respect of which the 
claim is made, such delivery to be considered complete at the ter- 
mination of the transit or in the case of non-delivery of any 
package or consignment within fourteen days after dispatch,”’ 

Held, that a consignment was not delivered if an appreciable part 
was not delivered, and therefore that the plaintiff in an action for 
damages was entitled to judgment. 

Decision of Divisional Court (58 Soticrtors’ Journat, 140; 1914, 
1K. B. 263, 83 L. J. K. B. 418) affirmed. 

Appeal by the company from a decision of the Divisional Court 
(Bray and Lush, JJ.) (reported 58 Sonicrrorns’ Jovrwat, 140; 1914, 
1K. B. 263, 83 L. J. K. B. 418). The action was brought by a Bristol 
butcher to recover £10 8s. 9d. as damages for non-delivery of portions 
of three consignments of carcases which were sent by the Great Western 
Railway from Avonmouth to his order at Lawrence Hill. On delivery 
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each consignment was found to be short of the number originally 
consigned. By the terms of the contract, which was at owner's risk 
the railway were relieved from “‘ all liability for loss, damage, mis 
delivery, delay or detention’’ unless arising from the wilful mis 
conduct of the railway company or their servants, but not from any 
liability they might otherwise incur in the case of ‘‘ non-delivery of 
any package or consignment carefully and properly addressed,’ an 
that ‘‘no claim in respect of goods for loss or damage during the tran 
sit’’ should be allowed unless made within three days. In case of 
non-delivery of any consignment the claim might be made within four 
teen days. The plaintiff made his claim within fourteen days. The 
action was tried at the Bristol County Court, and judgment was entered 
for the plaintiff. The company unsuccessfully appealed to the Divi 
sional Court, the judges being of opinion that the county court judge 
was right in holding that the heal aot of a substantial part of a 
consignment was non-delivery of the consignment, and not “loss ’”’ 
within the meaning of the special contract. The company appealed 
Cur. adv. vult. 

Bucktey and Picxrorp, L.JJ., read judgments affirming the opinion 
of the judges in the Divisional Court. On the true construction of 
these consignment notes there had been in the case of each consignment 
a non-delivery. Non-delivery of a consignment included non-delivery 
of part of the consignment. It did not mean that the entirety must 
be the subject of non-delivery, but meant that there had not been 
delivery of the entirety. On the other points they also agreed with 
the judgment of the county court judge. 

Puittrmore, L.J , dissented; he was of opinion that in these 
consignment notes non-delivery meant absence of delivery and did not 
include deficiency. He was therefore in favour of allowing the appeal. 
By a majority the appeal was dismissed.—Counsst, for the appellants, 
Schiller, K.C., and Tatham; for the respondent, Rawlinson, K.C., and 
F. E. Weatherley. Sotscrrors, L. B. Page; Billing & Co., for Fairfax 
Spofforth, Bristol. 

[Repe rted by 


Erskine Retp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re BIRKBECK PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SOCIETY. 
Neville, J. 4th November. 


BuitpIng Society—WiINpDING-up—CERTAIN SHAREHOLDERS Pap BY 
LiqurpaTor IN Fut, uNpeR Decision or Court—Decision Reversep 
—Ricut or tHe Ligutmpator to Recover tHe Money Overparp 
PAYMENT By MISTAKE—ReEFuNDING DivipeNpD OVERPAID. 


A building society carried on a banking business. In its liquidation 
the court of first instance, held this to be ultra vires, and postponed 
the claims of the depositors of such banking business until the share 
holders had been paid in full. This decision was upheld by the Court 
of Appeal, and the liquidator paid certain shareholders in full, but 
the d, cision of the Court of Appeal was subsequently varied by the 
House of Lords, who ordered the shareholders and depositors 
pari passu in the distribution, 

Held, that the court had jurisdiction to order a return of moneys paid 
by the liquidator to shareholders under the Court of Appeal decision, 
but in excess of their rights as decided by the House of Lords, and 
that this was a proper case in which jurisdiction should be 
exercised. 


to rank 


auch 


This was a summons by the official receiver, who was the liquidator 
of the Birkbeck Permanent Benefit Building Society, asking that 
certain “‘ B’”’ shareholders in the society who had been paid 20s. in the 
£ in the liquidation might be ordered to repay 4s. in the £, the 
amount by which they had been overpaid. The society, which was 
popularly known as the Birkbeck Bank, had carried on a banking 
business which both the court of first instance and the Court of Appeal 
decided was ultra vires its powers, and accordingly these courts had de 
cided that the claims of depositors in that bank must be postponed until 
the ‘‘A’”’ and‘‘ B”’ shareholders had been paid in full. The House o! 
Lords, however, took a different view, and decided, in effect, that the 
“A” and ‘‘B”’ shareholders and the depositors must rank pari passu 
Meanwhile, however, between the decision of the Court of Appeal and 
the hearing in the House of Lords a scheme of arrangement had been 
entered into between the ‘‘A’’ shareholders and the depositors, but to 
this scheme the ‘‘B’’ shareholders were not parties, and moneys were 
set aside to pay their claims in full, and some of them had, in fact, 
been paid in full before the decision of the House of Lords. These 
were the shareholders against whom the liquidator claimed a certain 
refunding as having been overpaid by mistake. The result of the 
judgment of the House of Lords was that there would be sufficient 
funds for an all-round distribution of 16s. in the £, and accordingly 
the liquidator applied to the ‘‘B”’ shareholders who had been paid in 
full to refund 4s. in the £. Two of them objected on the grounds 
(1) that the judgment of the House of Lords did not interfere with 
any distribution of the assets already thade, and (2) that the dividend, 
having been paid under a mistake of law, could not be recovered. 

Nevite, J., after stating the facts, said : The court has jurisdiction 
to order that the amounts overpaid by the liquidator under such circum- 
stances be refunded, and I consider this a proper case in which such 
jurisdiction should be exercised. And I accordingly order that the 
amount received by these shareholders in excess of 16s. in the £ 
be refunded to the liquidator, but this order is to be without prejudice 














go 


to the rights of such shareholders to participate rateably in any further 
distribution of the assets of the society.—Counse:, C. W. Turner, 
W. H. Draper; J. F. W. Galbraith. Sotsicrrors, Freshfields, Foord & 
Sons; Rubinatein, Nash & Co. 

(Reperted by L. M. Mar, Barristerot-Lew.) 


ROMBACH v. ROMBACH. Eve, J. 


Aun Enemy—Partnersuw Busingess—One THE PARTNERS AN 
Armen Enwemy—CoLiecTIna OUTSTANDING Monrys—Recetver— 
TRADING wiTH THe Enemy Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Gro. 5, c. 87), 8. 3. 


The Court will appoint a receiver of a partnership business, of which 
one of the owners is an alien enemy, if the business is an ordinary 
commercial enterprise, and not within section 3 of the Trading with the 
Enemy Act, 1914. 

This was an ex parte motion for the appointment of a receiver and 
manager of the partnership business of the Rombach Baden Clock 
Co. The plaintiff, one of the partners, became a naturalised British 
subject in 1909. One of the detendants was the plaintitt’s tather, who 
was residing in the Grand Duchy of Baden, and was an alien enemy. 
The other defendant, also a partner, was the plaintiff's brother, and 
was also a subject of the Grand Duchy of Baden, but resident in 
London. At the commencement of the present war the partners were 
carrying on business in London as ——_ of and wholesale dealers 
in clocks and watches. ‘The partnership was regulated by an agree 
ment in German, the father being entitled to five-tenths of the profits 
and the plaintiff having had the active management of the business 
for the last eighteen years. Since the outbreak of the war the business 
had practically ceased. On the 4th of Auyust last there was due to 
the partnership from its customers in England and the colonies the 
sum of £13,433 2s. 6d., of which £7,000 had been received. The 
creditors in this country had been paid, but there was a difficulty in 
collecting other outstanding moneys owing to the fact that the = 
tiff’s father was an alien enemy, who, however, submitted to any order 
which the court might think fit to make. Counsel for the motion con 
tended that the case did not come within section 3 of the Trading with 
the Enemy Act, 1914, whereby the Board of Trade is empowered to 
appoint a comptroller in cases where it is in the public interest that 
the business should continue to be carried on. 

Eve, J.—It is important that the practice on applications of this 
character should be uniform. I have seen Mr. Justice Warrington 
with regard to an application of a similar nature which recently came 
before 7 in which an alien enemy had been in partnership with a 
British subject, and the judge had refused to appoint a receiver on 
au ex parte application; but he said that he had done so because, in 
his opinion, the case came within section 3 of the Trading with the 
Enemy Act, 1914, and he had not intended to lay down any general rule 
applicable to ordinary commercial enterprises not coming within that 
section. In the present case the business, in my opinion, is an ordinary 
commercial enterprise, and is not, therefore, within the section. I will 
thereupon appoint the plaintiff receiver and manager until furtner orde: 
Counsex, L. W. Byrne. Sorscrrors, Waneey, 








13th November. 


OF 


upon his giving security 
Stammers, & Co. 
[Reported by 8. E Witsiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


29th October. 


Re OGRADY. O'GRADY ». WILMOT. Eve, J. 


Revence—Estatre Duty—Setritement—TRrvst ror SALE—EXERCISE OF 
GeneraL Power or ApPoInTMENT By W1LL—CoNVERSION—RECON- 
verston—‘* Execurors as Sucn ’’—Frvance Act, 1804, s. 9. 


Under a settlement land was granted to trustees upon trust for sale, 
and to hold the proceeds upon trust for such persons as the settlor should 
appoint. By her will the settlor appointed the land which had not been 
sold to her husband. 

Held, that the appointed property did not pass to the executors ax 
such, and that the estate duty was payable out of such property, and not 
out of the residuary estat. 

This was an adjourned summons, asking how estate duty was to be 
borne. The facts are sufficiently stated in the judgment. 

Eve, J.—The facts of this case, which is one of some difficulty, can be 
simply stated. By the first of two indentures, both dated 28th 
November, 1881, certain freehold hereditaments in Northumberland were 
conveyed to trustees upon trust after the marriage of the settlor, at her 
request in writing during her life, and after her death at their dis- 
cretion, to sell the same, and stand possessed of the net proceeds upon 
the trusts of the second indenture, whereby it was declared that they 
should invest the said net proceeds, and stand possessed thereof, and of 
the stocks, funds, shares or securities for the time being representing the 
same, and of the income thereof respectively upon trust for such person 
or persons, and for such purposes, and in such manner as the settlor 
should by deed or will appoint, and in default of or subject to any such 
appointment upon trust to pay the income of the trust premises to the 
settlor for life and after her death to her husband for life, with re- 
mainder as to corpus and income to the issue of the marriage. The 
settlor died in 1910, having made her will in the previous October. 
Between the date of the settlement and her death certain small portions 
of the settled property had been sold, and on each occasion the settlor 
having appointed the proceeds of sale to herself, the purchase money was 
paid to her. At her death the bulk of the property remained unsold, 
and she was, and had been, continuously from the date of 
the settlement, in receipt of the rents and profits. By her 
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will she recites adequately the indentures of 1881, and pro 
ceeds : ‘‘ Now, by virtue and in pursuance and in exercise of the said 
recited power of +» my reserved to me by the said indentures of 
settlement of 28th November, 1881, and of all other powers me hereunto 
enabling, I hereby appoint that the trustees for the time being of the 
said settlements shall, from and after my decease, stand possessed of all 
the hereditaments, property, money, stocks, funds, and securities of 
whatsoever nature which at the time of my decease shall be subject in 
any way to the trusts of the said indentures of settlement upon trust to 
convey, assign, transfer, ry > the same ’’ to two persons, her husband 
being one and a Mrs. A. G. Ridout the other, ‘‘ whom I hereby appoint 
my trustees.”” She then declares the trusts, being, shortly, trusts of the 
appointed property for sale and conversion, with power to postpone, and 
a superadded direction not to sell any of the property during the life of 
the husband without his consent. Subject to an annuity to her brother, 
the income of the appointed property is given to her husband for life, 
and he is the residuary legatee. The testatrix died on 12th 
January, 1910. The estates, the subject of the appointment, are of 



























































considerable value, and the question has now arisen whether the duty 
payable on the death of the testatrix is chargeable on the appointed ; 
realty, or ought to be paid out of the residuary estate. The answer ‘ 
involves the determination of the question whether the property did, or ‘ 
did not, pass to the executors of the testatrix as such within the meaning 
of sub-section 1, of section 9, of the Finance Act, 1894, a sub-section t 
which has been considered by many judges of first instance, and con. a 
strued by the Court of Appeal in Re Hadley, Johnson v. Hadley (1908, a 
1 Ch. 20). It is argued on behalf of those entitled in semainder that q 
the appointed property, which was admittedly converted into personal f 
estate on the execution of the settlement of 1881, retained that char- is 
acter at the date of the testatrix’s death, and on the happening of that 0 
event passed to the executors as such, and it is not disputed by the tl 
residuary legatee that if the property was, in fact, personalty at the P 
date of the death this conclusion is inevitable. But his case is put in Cc 
the alternative, although at the same time it is conceded that each 01 
alternative may to some extent overlap the other, either the will operates 
to effect a reconversion of the property, or demonstrates that the testa 
trix, having what was, in fact, complete dominion over the property, 
clearly intended and has clearly expressed her intention that the pro- 
perty should not pass as personal estate, but should be dealt with as 
realty. In my opinion, if this will, according to its true construction, 
establishes an intention on the part of the testatrix to bring about 
reconversion, the case falls within the decision of Re Lord Grimthorpe, 
Beckett v. Grimthorpe (1908, 2 Ch. 675). It has been sought to dis 
tinguish that case from the present on the ground that there the testator 
was the absolute owner of the property, whereas here the testatrix had Se 
a general power of appointment; but I do not see upon what principle 
any such distinction can be supported. I do not propose to determine | 
this matter upon the point whether or no there was a reconversiop ! 
brought about by the will. I think, whatever be the right conclusion 7 ph 
on that paint, this much, at least, is clear, that the testatrix intended fo 
in the circumstances in which she exercised the power, that the unsold pe 
land should be assured to the appointees in its then condition as land. au 
The conclusion that I come to 1s that the appointor contemplated and act 
intended putting an end to the trust for sale under the settlement, and ph. 
that she has so done. It is quite immaterial that the will creates a nev ] 
trust for sale. The point is that the executors cannot require the the 
trust for sale created by the settlement to be executed, and in that con- the 
dition of affairs I do not see how I can hold that the appointed property 
passed to the executors as such. The result is that, in my opinion, the d 
estate duty is charged on the land the subject of the appointment, and po 
is not payable out of the residuary estate, and I so declare.—Counstt, wai 
Maugham, K.C., and A. J. Spencer; Clayton, K.C., and Andrewe liat 
Uthwatt; G. H, Allen. Soxricrrors, Darley, Cumberland, & Co. ; Gibem tha 
& Weldon, for F. W. Romney & Co., Malvern. his 
[Reported by S. E. Wrtttams, Barrister-at-Law.1| the 
BURGESS v. 0. H. NW. GASES (LIM.). Neville, J. 13th Novem er. T 





Company—Partty Patp SHares—Catts on SHARES—MORATORIUM— 
Derauctt or PaYMENT—Forreiture or S#ARES—ReEsOoLUTION- 
‘ENTERING INTO Possession oF Property ’’—INnsuncrion—Court 
(Emercency Powers) Acr, 1914 \4 & 5 Gro. 5, c. 78), s. 1, su 
SECTION 1 (b). 

Where a company passed a resolution for forfeiture of shares for 
non-payment of calls due in August and October, in accordance with 
powers given them under their articles of association, 

Held, that such resolution was invalid and void, (1) because the calli 
were within the scope of the moratorium, and accordingly no debt wa 
due when the resolution for forfeiture was passed, and (2) because suth 
a forfeiture was an attempt to take possession of property in default 0 
payment without the leave of the court, and was accordingly contrary 
to the provisions of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act. 


In March, 1913, the defendant company was incorporated with capité 
consisting of ordin £1 shares and founders’ shares. It was! 
private company for the purchase of certain letters patent. The plait 
tiff u its formation onplies for and was allotted 2,000 shares. Up 
to July, 1914, the plaintiff had paid £1,250 in calls on his said shar® 
On 27th July, 1914, the directors made calls of 5s, per share, payabl 
on 24th August, and of 2s. 6d. per share, payable on 26th Octobe, 
which would make the shares fully paid. On 20th October the plaintil 
informed the directors of the company that he was unable to 
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these calls owing to the war, but that he would transfer the shares to 
the company upon certain terms. On 30th October the plaintiff received 
a letter from the company stating that his letter had been considered at 
a meeting of the directors, who had passed a resolution forfeiting his 
shares, which were then deemed to be the property of the company. 
The plaintiff thereupon issued his writ against tue company claiming (1) 
a declaration that the resolution of the directors was invalid and void, 
and (2) an injunction to restrain the company and its directors from 
removing the —— name from the register of members in respect 
of the said shares, and from selling or otherwise disposing of the 
shares or otherwise acting on the atom. and he then moved for an 
interim injunction. The material articles of association provided 
(article 27) that if any member failed to pay any call on the day 
appointed for payment thereof, a notice might be served upon him 
requiring payment of the call; (article 28) that the notice should name 
a Sstber day for payment of the call, and should state that in the 
event of non-payment the shares would be liable to forfeiture; (article 
«v) that if the notice was not complied with, the shares might at any 
time thereafter be forfeited by a resolution of the directors, and (article 
3) that any shares so forfeited should be deemed to be the property 
of the company, and might be disposed of in such manner as the 
directors might think fit. 

NEVILLE, j , after stating the facts, said : I shall grant this injunc 
tion asked on two grounds. In the first place, the call on the shares is 
a sum of money payable under a contract to which the moratorium 
applies, and which did not become due until 4th November, and conse- 
quently the resolution passed by the directors on 28th October was 
futile, because at that date the debt was not due. The second ground 
is that the shares were personal property, and I hold that the passing 
of this resolution was an attempt to take possession of property within 
the meaning of sub-section 1 (4) of section 1 of the Courts (Emergency 
Powers) Act, 1914, and the leave of the court had not been obtained.— 
Counsei, Jenkins, K.C., and J. F. Galbraith; H. B. Wright. Sor 
errors, H. F. Ireland; Field, Roscoe & Co. 

[Reported by I. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


» e 9 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
WAEEFIELD v- DUCKWORTH. Div. Court. 28th October. 
Soricrron anp CLieNt—PRINcIPAL AND AGENT—ORDER FOR (GoopDs 


GIVEN BY SoLiIcirorn ON Bewatr Ol CLIENT—PERSONAL LIABILITY OF 
Sovicrror. 


The defendant, who was a solicitor, ordered from the plaintiff, a 
photographer, certain photographs, to be used in connection with a trial 
for manslaughter in which the defendant was acting on behalf of the 
person accused. At the time the goods were ordcred the plaintiff was 
aware that the defendant was acting on behalf of his client. In an 
action by the plaintiff against the defendant to recover the price of the 
photographs. 

Held, that the transaction was not a cash transaction of such a nature 
that it would be assumed that the defendant had no authority to pledge 
the credit of his client, and that the defendant was not liable. 


Appeal from the Brentford County Court. The county court judge 
came to the conclusion that the defendant, in ordering the photographs, 
was merely acting as agent for his client, and was therefore not 
liable. The plaintiff appealed, and it was contended, on his behalf, 
that although a solicitor in conducting litigation for a client acted as 
his agent, yet if he entered into a transaction which should be a cash 
one he would be personally responsible, and it was submitted that in 
the present case the transaction was of such a character. 


Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 


_ Coreriwce, J.—In this case I am of opinion that the county court 
judge was right in non-suiting the plaintiff. The plaintiff was a photo- 
gtapher, and the defendant, a solicitor, came to him and asked him to 
take certain photographs, which were required for the purposes of a 
trial for manslaughter, in which the defendant was acting as solicitor 
for the person accused. There can be no question that the plaintiff 
knew that the defendant was a solicitor acting on behalf of his client 
in giving the order, and that being so, apart from other considerations, 
he would be an agent contracting on behalf of a principal, and prima- 
facie in such a contract the person supplying the goods would have 
to have recourse for payment to the principal, and not to the agent. 
But it is said here that the mere fact that the solicitor gave the order 
makes him personally responsible. I do not think it does. No doubt 
there are certain exceptional cases where, although the person supply 
ing the goods knows that the person ordering them is a solicitor, yet, 
nevertheless, the solicitor is personally responsible. For instance, in 
the case of certain cash tranactions in which it is to be assumed that 
the solicitor has no authority to pledge the credit of his client. The 
present transaction was not, in my opinion, a cash transaction in this 
sense, although, no doubt, an action for the price of the goods would 
lie directly they were delivered. Another case in which the solicitor 
would be pereonally liable would be where a custom can be proved that 
the solicitor should be personally responsible, as in the case of Coz v. 
Bruce-Searle (21 T. L. R. 62). It is for the judge to say whether such 


incidénts of the law in that particular case. In the present case no such 
custom was established, and as the photographer kuew that he was dea! 
ing with a solicitor acting as an agent, the mere fact that he chose to 
debit the solicitor in his books does not make him responsible. I think 
the decision of the county court judge was right, and this appeal must be 
dismissed. 

SHEARMAN, J., concurred.—Counset, Moresby; Wallington. Sotrct- 
ToRS, for the plaintiff, Wifrid Firth, Brentford; for the defendant, 
H.C. Duckworth. 

[Reported by P. B. Dunxvorp, Barrister-at-Law, } 


SUNDERLAND v. GLOVER. 


County Covrt—Egquiry Jurispictrion—Estare Exceeping £500 IN 
VaLve—OsusecTIOn TO JURISDICTION TAKEN aT TRIAL—Dvuty or JupGE 
County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), ss. 67, 68, 114. 


In an action brought on the equity side of the county court, if 
objection be taken on behalf of the defendant that the jurisdiction of 
the court is ousted by reason of the fact that the estate involved 
exceeds in amount or value the sum of £500, and that jact is disputed, 
it is the duty of the judge, upon evidence given before him, to arrive 
at a judicial determination of this question, and if it appeara that the 
estate exceeds in value £500, he should make an order under section 68 
of the County Courts Act, 1888, transferring the action to the Chan 
cery Division. If it is apparent, on the face of the proceedings, that 
the court has no jurisdiction by reason of the estate exceeding in value 
the prescribed sum, he should make an order striking out the action 
under section 114 of the Act. 


Div. Court. 28 h October. 


Appeal from the Brentford County Court. An action was brought 
by the plaintiff against the defendant, who was her brother, and the 
executor of his deceased father, claiming an administration order in 
respect of the estate, and also asking for the determination of a 
question which had arisen between herself and the defendant regarding 
a sum of £350, which had been handed to the defendant by the testator 
some time before his death. It was alleged by the plaintiff that the 
sum in question was a loan to the defendant, in which case it would 
form part of the estate of the deceased, whilst the defendant alleged 
that the money had been given to him. At the trial the defendant 
took the preliminary objection that by virtue of section 67 (1) of the 
County Courts Act, 1888, the county court judge had no jurisdiction 
to entertain the action on the ground that the estate of the deceased 
exceeded in amount or value the sum of £500. The value of the estate 
did not appear from the plaintiff's particulars of claim, but from 
certain affidavits which had been filed in other proceedings it might 
be inferred that the estate would exceed £500 if the plaintiff made 
good her claim to the £350. In these circumstances the county court 
judge, without going into the matter further, struck out the action 
under section 114 of the County Courts Act, on the ground that he had 
no jurisdiction. The plaintiff appealed. 

Corerwwce, J.—I amr of opinion that the decision of the county 
court judge was wrong. The question arises in connection with the 
administration of an estate, and it is common ground that if the estate 
exceeded in amount or value the sum of £500 the county court judge 
would have no jurisdiction to entertain the action, and the proper 
course would be for him to strike it out under section 114 of the 
County Courts Act, 1888. He, in fact, adopted that course, but, in my 
opinion, he would only be justified in doing so in the following circum 
stances. If upon the face of the proceedings it is obvious that the 
estate exceeds £500 in value, it is the duty of the judge to strike out 
the action. But where there is a dispute between the parties as to 
whether the estate exceeds £500 in value or not, and the judge, not 
relying on the statement of one side or the other, but arriving at a 
judicial determination of the matter, comes to the conclusion that the 
value of the subject matter brings the case within his jurisdiction, it is 
his duty to go on arid hear the action. If, on the other hand, it turns 
out that the estate is over £500 in value, then his duty is not to strike 
out the action, but to act upon section 68 of the County Courts Act, 
which directs him to make an order transferring the case to the Chan 
cery Division. In the present case the judge did not follow that 
course. He relied, in the absence of any evidence, on the face of the 
proceedings that his jurisdiction was ousted, upon statements con- 
tained in an affidavit made by the plaintiff and disputed by the 
defendant, and struck out the action. In my opinion he was not 
entitled to do that, and the result is that the case must go back to 
him to be reheard 

Suearman, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Counsen, 
P. B. Morle;: Brodrick. Sorrcrrors, Gibson &- Weldon, for F. Gowen, 
Croydon; Speechly, Mumford, 4: Craig, for Lamport, Basstt, & 
Hiscock, Newport. Isle of Wight 

[Reported by P. B. Dvanrorp, Barrister-at-Law.) 


AMORDUCT MANUFACTURING CO. v. DEFRIES & CO. 
Div. Court. 19th November. 
Avren Exemy—Liwitep Company—REeGisTRATION IN THIS CoUNTRY— 
Suares Hetp sy Avien Enemtes—Ricur or Company To Sve. 

A limited company registered in thia country under the Companies 
Acts is not disentitled to sue by reason of the fact that some of ita 
shareholders are alien enemies residing in a State which is at war with 
thie country. 

Appeal from the Judge of the City of London Court. The plaintiffs 
were a limited company registered in this country under the Companies 





& custom has been proved, and if it has, it would override the ordinary 


Act, and having their office in London and their factory in Birming 
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ham. Of the shares in the company 1,435 were held by German share 
holders and 380 were held by as naturalised German living in this 
country. An action was brought by the plaintiffs against the defendants 
in the City of London Court to recover the sum of £1 10s. for goods 
sold. It was not denied by the defendants that the goods were sup- 
plied or that the sum claimed was due, but it was contended on their 
behalf that, by reason of the fact that a large number of the share 
holders of the company were alien enemies residing in Germany, the 
plaintiffs were not entitled to sue for the debt. The Judge entered 
judgment for the defendants on the ground that it would be against 
public policy to allow the plaintiffs to recover the debt due. The plain 
tiffs appealed, and it was contended on their behalf that the company 
being registered under English law was an English company, and was 
entitled to sue, notwithstanding the fact that a majority of its shares 
were held by alien enemies. 

[ne Court allowed the appeal. 

Horripee, J.—This action was brought to recover a sum of money 
due to the plaintiffs. There was no dispute that the amount claimed 
was due, but the judge decided that the plaintiff company was not 
entitled, during the war, to sue for debts admittedly owing to it. The 
position of the company was this: It was registered some eight years 
igo in this country. Three hundred and eighty shares in it were held 
by a naturalised German living in this country, and the remainder 
were held by alien enemies living in Germany. What is the position of 
such a company’ The converse question arose in Janson v. Driefontein 
Consolidated Mines (1902, A. C. 484). In that case the company was 
one which was registered in the Transvaal, but its shares were largely 
held by British subjects, and the court held that the company was 
the company of an alien enemy because it was registered in the Trans 
vaal, which at that time was at war with this country. If the converse 
reasoning is applied to the present case, the plaintiff company is an 
English company, although it has German shareholders. The argument 
addressed to us on behalf of the respondents may be put thus. It is 
said that one can go behind the company and see who the members of 
the company are, and if one of these is found to be a German, then, by 
paying meney to the company one might be paying it for the benefit 
of that one member who is an alien enemy. I do not think that argu- 
ment is sound. When once a company is registered in this country 
according to English law, it becomes resident in this country, and does 
not become an alien enemy, and unable to sue, because it may have 
one member who would not be allowed to sue himself because he was an 
alien enemy. That being so, in my opinion the decision of the judge 
was wrong, and this appeal must be allowed. 

Row tatr, J., concurred.—Counsen, J H. Campbell, K.C., and Hinde ; 
Tebbs. Sorscrrors, Liddle & Liddle; Stikeman & Co. 

{Reported by P. B. Dumwrorp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
DUNCAN FOX & CO. v. SCHREMPT & BONKE. Atkin, J. 
18th November. 
Detivery To Person IN 
EXCHANGE FOR SHIPPING 
with THE Enemy PROcLAMA- 


SALE For 
ENGLAND IN 
TRADING 


Avien Enemy—Sate or Goons 
HamBuRG—PAYMENT IN 
Documents—Rervsat To Pay 
rion Or Stu Avcust. 

When there is a contract for the sale of goods between two firms 
in England, the goods to be delivered in Germany, and payment to be 
made in England in exchange for shipping documents, the buyers are 
entitled by virtue of tie Proclamation of 5th Auguat to refuse to accept 
the documents or pay for the goods. 

Case stated for the opinion of the court. The claimants, Messrs. 
Duncan Fox & Co., were produce brokers at Liverpool, and the re 
spondents, Messrs. Schrempt & Bonke, were an English firm of 
merchants, also at Liverpool. In May, 1914, the claimants sold to the 
respondents, through Messrs. Hale & Paterson, brokers acting for 
both parties, 300 barrels Chilian honey, ‘“‘ per steamer to Hamburg. 
Payment, net cash in Liverpool in exchange for shipping documents on 
presentation of same, the sellers to give the buyers policy or policies of 
insurance covering 2 per cent. over the net invoice amount.’’ On 28th 
June, 1914, the claimants shipped in the German steamer Menes in 
Chilé 300 barrels of honey, and received a bill of lading for the car 
riage thereof to Hamburg. The bill of lading provided, inter alia, 
that all disputes were to be decided by German law at Hamburg. On 
28th July Messrs. Hale & Paterson wrote to the respondents declaring 
shipment of the goods in completion of the contract. On 4th August 
Great Britain declared war on Germany, and on 5th August a Pro. 
clamation was issued prohibiting trading with the enemy. On 5th 
August the claimants sent Messrs. Hale & Paterson a provisional in 
voice for the goods, which was transmitted by them to the respondents, 
with a covering letter, which stated that the shipping documents were 
ready, and awaited the disposal of the respondents on the terms of the 
contract. The respondents refused to accept the documents on the 
ground that there was no valid bill of lading in view of the outbreak 
of war and the Proclamation of 5th August. The arbitrators stated a 
case for the opinion of the court on two points :—(1) Whether the bill 
of lading (with the other documents) was a good tender of documents ; 
and (2) whether the claimants were entitled to payment on tender of 
the documents. 


Tut MippLesex HospiraLt, W. 
PRINCE ALEXANDER OF T! cK 
EARNESTLY APPEALS FOR NEW ANNUAL SuRscriptions. 


Arkin, J., said he thought that the buyers were justified in refusing 
the tender of the documents on the poche that they would be offendin; 
against the Proclamation of Sth August. There had been @ sale of 
goods to be delivered to a person resident or carrying on business in 
Hamburg, and the contract was for the supply of honey in Hamburg. 
Such a contract could not be enforced in this country, certainly during 
the war.—Counset, Barrington Ward; Greaves Lord. Soxicitors, 
Cheater & Co. for Morecroft, Sprout & Killey, Liverpool; W rightman, 
Pedder & Co., Liverpool. 
[Reported by Leonarp C. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


GLASKIE v. PETRY. Scrutton, J. 29th October. 


MoratorruM—Promissory Note—Writ—SvusPension OF 
TERMINATION OF MoratorrumM—Ricut To Recover. 


A writ was issued in an action to recover money due under a pro 
missory note. After the issue of the writ the moratorium temporarily 
suspended the plaintiff's remedy, but at the date of the trial of the 
action the moratorium had ceased to apply. 

Held, that the plaintiff was entitled to recover the amount claimed. 


Action by Samuel Glaskie, a moneylender, trading as Samuels & 
Co., against Joseph F. Petry for £65 on a promissory note which 
had been dishonoured at maturity. The note became payable on 21st 
July, and the writ was issued on 25th July. On 6th August, by Pro- 
clamation, the payment of such notes was postponed till 4th September. 
On 3rd September the moratorium was extended to 4th October, 
and by a Proclamation dated Wth September the moratorium was again 
extended to 4th November, subject to conditions as to payment of 
interest which were not fulfilled by the defendant. 

Scrurton, J., in the course of his judgment, said the case came before 
him as a short cause, and was free from any difficulties which might 
have arisen had it been a summons under Order XIV. He had to 
decide whether the fact that in the period between 6th August and 4th 
October the money was not due and payable, prevented him from giving 
judgment for the plaintiff when the money became due, and when the 
writ had been issued before the moratorium. In his lordship’s opinion 
the fact that for a period during the action the remedy was suspended 
was not a defence. On the merits of the case he gave judgment for 
the plaintiff for £50, without costs.—Counset, LZ. G. H. Horton Smith ; 
Bell Hart. Soxrrcrrors, Davis 4: Taylor; Charles F Davis & Co. 

[Reported by Leonanp C. Taomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REMEDY 








New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c 
Che London Gazette of the 20th inst. contains the following :— 


1. An Order in Council, dated 20th November (printed below), 
under the Customs (Exportation Prohibition) Act, 1914. 

2. Draft County Court Rules under the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Act, 1914. 

3. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 17th November (printed below), 
with respect to German vessels detained by the Belgian Authori 
ties at Antwerp on the outbreak of the war. 


The London Gazette of the 24th November contains :— 

4. The new County Court Rules under the Courts (Emergency 
Powers) Act, 1914, referred to above. These are dated 20th 
November, and are stated to have come into operation on 25th 

, November. We print them below from the usual official copy 


Prohibition of Export of Rubber. 


Whereas it is provided by Section 2 of the Customs (Exportation Pro 
hibition) Act, 1914, that any Proclamation or Order in Council made 
under Section 8 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, as 
amended by the Act now in recital, may, whilst a state of war exists, 
be varied or added to by an Order made by the Lords of the Council 
on the recommendation of the Board of Trade : 

And whereas there was this day read at the Board a recommendation 
from the Board of Trade to the effect :-— 

That there should be added to the list of prohibitions of export to all 
destinations, contained in the Proclamation dated the 10th day of 
November, 1914, the following article :— 

Rubber, raw. 

Now, therefore, Their Lordships, having taken the said recommenda- 
tion into consideration, are pleased to order, and it is hereby ordereu, 
that the same be approved : 

Whereof the Commissioners of His Majesty’s Customs and Excise, 
and all other persons whom it may concern, are to take notice and 
govern themselves accordingly. 

Dated 20th November. 


German Vessels Detained by the Belgian Authori- 
ties at Antwerp on the Outbreak of Hostilities. 


As notified in the Supplementary London Gazette of September 
2nd, 1914, and in the Lon Gazette of September 4th, 1914, a Com- 





| mission was originally appointed by the Belgian Government to prepare 
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inventories of the cargoes of these vessels, claims in respect of which 
were to be submitted to the Belgian Tribunal of First Instance at 
Antwerp. 
It is understood that in some cases the cargoes were unloaded by the 
Belgian Authorities ; in other cases the cargoes remained on board the 
vessels. 
According to the latest reliable information the vessels were lying in 
dock with their cargoes intact at the time of the investment of the cit) 
by the German forces. ; 
His Majesty’s Government have no information to show what treat 
ment will be applied by the German Government to merchandise eithe1 
on board ship or warehoused at Antwerp. 
Foreign Office, November 17, 1914. 


Rules Publication Act, 1893. 


The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give 
notice of their proposal to issue a new Order amending the Order of 
the Oth December, 1903, regulating Court fees in County Courts 

Any public body may obtain copies of the Draft Order on application 
to the County Court Department, Whitehall, S.W. 

Treasury, 24th November, 1914. 


The Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 1914 


THE Country Courts (Emercency Powers) Rutrs, 1914, patep 
NovemBer 20, 1914, mape By rHe Lornp CHANCELLOR FoR CouNTY 
CouRTS UNDER THE Courts (EMERGENCY Powers) Act, 1914 (4 & 5 
Gro. 5, c. 78). 


Preliminary. 

The following Rules under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act. 1914, 
shall apply to the County Courts and to the City of London Court, 
which shall for the purposes of these Rules be deemed to be a county 
court, 

These Rules may be cited as the County Courts (Emergency 
Rules, 1914, and shall come into operation on the 25th 
November, 1914. 

These Rules shall be read 


Courts (Emergency Powers) 


Powers) 
day ol 


and construed with Rules 1 and 2 of the 
1914, dated the 8th of Septem r, 
1914 (herein called the Principal Rules): and expre ns used herein 
shall have the same meaning as in those Rules, which are for con 
venience of reference prefixed to these Rules, and shall in their 
application to the County Courts and to the City of London Court 
haye effect subject to the modifications contained in these Rules. 

On the coming into operation of these Rules, the Prin ipal Rules 
with the exception of Rules 1 and 2),-so far as they relate to the 
County Courts and the City of London Court, and the Additional Rules 
for County Courts, dated the 15th of October, 1914, shall be annulled, 
without prejudice to anything already done thereunder ; and these Rules 
shall apply to all proceedings pending under the said Principal and 
Additional Rules on the day when these Rules come into operation 


lules. 


Tue Courts (Emercency Powers) Rugs, 1914, Rures 1 anp 2. 

1. Definitions.—In these Rules— 

The expression “the Act” means th: 
Act, 1914; 

The geen “paragraph (a)” and “ paragraph (b)” 
respectively paragraph (a) aud paragraph (b) of sub-section (1) 
of section one of the Act; 

The expression “creditor” means any person who has obtained 
or is seeking to obtain any judgment or order for the payment or 
recovery of a sum of money to which paragraph (a) applies, or 
who is (apart from the provisions of the Act) entitled to enforce 
any of the remedies mentioned in paragraph (5); and the expression 
“debtor” has a corresponding meaning. 

The expression “euplieation * means an application to the Court 
under section one of the Act. 

2. Courts by which powers under Act to be erercised.—(]1) For the 
purposes of paragraph (a) the court to which application is made shall 
bs the court by which the judgment or order for the payment or recovery 
of a sum of money has been given or made or in which it is being sought 

2) For the purposes of paragraph (6) the Court to which application 
is made may be— 

(a) in any case whatever, the High Court; 

b) alternatively, in cases where the value of the subj 
is hereinafter defined) of the application di not 
hundred pounds, the county court; and 

(c) as a further alternative, in the case of distress for rent wher 
the amount of the yearly rent does not exceed twenty pounds, 01 
im cases where it is sought to enforce either the lapse of a policy 
to which subsection (1) of section one of the Act applies, or a hire 
purchase agreement the original liability on which does not exceed 
twenty pounds, a court of summary jurisdiction. 

5) For the purposes of this Rule, the value of the subject matter of 
4” application shall be deemed to be— 

in the case of an application for leave to levy distress, the amount 
for which distress is proposed to be levied ; 

. in the case of an application for leave to take, resume, or enter 
into possession of any property, or to exercise any right of re entry, 


Courts (Emergency Powers) 


mean 


matier 


exceed one 


in the case of an application for leave to foreclose, or realise any 
security, the amount of the pring ipal sum secured ; 

in the case of an application for leave to forfeit any deposit, the 
total amount payable in respect of which the deposit has been 
made; and 

in the case of an application for leave to enforce the lapse of a 
policy of insurance to which sub-section (1) of section one of the 
Act applies, the amount ultimately recoverable under the policy. 

(4) Appl 
made to @ county court or to 
where application to such a court is pe 
y order any 
ib-rule to be borne by fhe applicant. 
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a court of summary jurisdiction, as the 
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wes (EmMercency Powers) Reus 





ions under Paragraph (@). 
t where n l or order made Form 1 

(1) In cases under paragraph (@), where no judgment or order has been 
already entered or made, application for leave to proceed to execution 
on or otl to the enforcement of the judgment or order may be 
made at the time when the judgment or order made : 
Provided that unless the debtor is present, either in person or by his 
solicitor, or by some person allowed by ene court to appear for him, at 
the time when the judgment or order is entered or made, the applica 
tion shall not be entertained unless the creditor shall have served on the 
debtor a notice according to the form in the Appendix of his intention 
to make the appli ition. [E.P., 3 (2) ] 

(2) Any such notice as in the preceding paragraph mentioned may be 
annexed to and served with the summons or other document originat 
ing the pr ; or it may be served at any later time, not being 
less than two < la before the judgment or order is entered or 
leave for shorter service 


judgment entere 


is entered ot 


the court gives 





than with the 


ys. shall be served 


_ $f it is to be served otherwies 
‘ ument originating tl 
with the pract) e of the court as to s te sot oe aa 
ation E.P., 3 (4 AR..2 

as follow 
of intention to app! nine rok 
the creditor intend apply at the time 
entered or 1 or an order for payment 

date of the jud 


} Il not he 


shen the 
order i 


fourteen da: ment 


l tice erved ( i order 
a sum not exceeding twenty pounds, exclu 
talments, or within a peri d longer than fourteen 
» of the judgment or oftier, instead of an order for payment 
fourteen da no costs of the notice shall be 
debtor. 


ine in v1 


n l 


made ior payment by 
ents, thin a pe! than fourteen days from 
thé date of tl judgment o1 . either after 
or without g been served, leave to proceed 
shall not be given at the time when the judgment or order is entered 
or made : but in any such case, if default is made in payment, the 
creditor may proceed in accordance with Rule 2. [New.] 
(5) Where leave to proceed is given at the time when the judgment or 
order is entered or made, and default is made in payment, a warrant 
of execution may be issued without further leave; or the creditor may 
proceed in accordance with Rule 2. [New.] 
2. Application after judgment entered or order made. Form 4. 
Where a judgment or order has been entered or made, and leave to 
proceed is not given at the time when the judgment or order is entered 


shall apply if def 


notice has been 


set ed, notice havi 


or made, the following provisions s made in pay 
ment, viz 
in accordance 


nent summor 
R é ) n accordance with Rule 5 

ii.) If the creditor desires to apply for leave to proceed in any 
other way, he shall serve on the debtor a notice of his intention to 
apply for such leave, according to the form in the Appendix : Such 
notice shall be deemed to be a notice of an interlocutory application, 
rdance with the practice of the court as 

[Substituted for 


and shall be served in ace¢ 
to service of notice of an interlocutory application. 
E.P., 3 (1, 4); A.R., 2.] 


Judament Summons Phd Order of Commitment. 


3. Judgment summons.—Porm 2.—(1) A judgment summons may be 
issued as heretofore: Provided that there shall be annexed to such 








the amount of the sug sought to be recovered ; 


summons and served therewith a notice according to the form ip the 
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Appendix, and the indorsement or affidavit of service shall state that 
the notice was so served. [A.R., 1.] 

(2) Paragraph 1 of Rule 2 of the Principal Rules shall not apply to 
any case in which a creditor desires to issue a judgment summons under 
Order XXV., Rule 29 or Rule 30, of the C: unty Court Rules in a court 
An. TD the court in which the judgment or order was obtained 

4. lesue of order of commatment 1 Where an order of 
ment is made on the hearing of a judgment summons served with a 
notice annexed thereto in accordance with Rule 3, the following provi 
sions shall apply : : 

(#) The order of commitment may be issued without further leave, 
unless the execution of the order is suspended for twenty-eight days 
or longer, pursuant to Order XX\ Rule 46, paragi iph g. of the 
County Court Rules : 

(6) If the execution of the order suspended for twenty-eight 
liberty may be reserved to the creditor to apply 
ce already served, without payment of a further fee, 
the order; and the judge may on application 

ordance with Rule 2, 


commit 


d ys or longer, 
under the not 

for leave to issus 
made on 
paragraph (ii 

(2 In any 
the passing ol the 
granted on application n 
paragraph (1). [New.] 


to the debtor served in a 
[New 
other case, an order of commitment made before or after 
Act shall not be issued without leave of the judge 
ved in accordance with Rule Z, 


notice 
» give leave accordingly. 
ide on notice ser 


Attachment of Debts 


- 
( ee sum 3 
a rarnish wine / rit OQ l A garnishee FEummons may be 
issued as heretofore : Provided that notice according to the form in 
y I ! 
} 


the notice 
Rul Ss 


of the garnishee 


shall be substituted for 
Order XXVI., Rule 44, of the County Court 
served on the judgment debtor with a copy 

(2) The provisions of these Rules as to apy 
ceed undet paragraph ((1) shall apply to applications for leave to pro 


which 18 by 
required to be 


summons 


the Appendix 


ications Tor leave to pre 


ceed on any judgment entered or order made against a garnishee; and 
for the purposes of any such application the garnishee shall be deemed 
to be the debtor, and the forms in tl Appendix shall be used wit} 
such modifications as may be necessary to adapt them to the case of 
a summons issued or a judgment or order entered or made against a 
garnishee. i 

(3) Paragraph 1 of Rul f the Principal Rules shall not apply t 
any case in which a creditor desires to issue a garnishee summons 
under Order XXVI Rule 2, of the County Court Rules against a 


the court in which the 


ithin the jurisdict 


J 
obtained. [New.] 


garnishee who is not on of 


judgment or order was 
Execution against Goods. 


6. Application for leave to issue execution against goods 1) As 
t 


application for leave to issue execution against goods, if made at the 
time when the judgment or order is entered made, may, where th: 
judgment or order is entered or made | the re istrar, be made t 
him, subject to the provisi« of Rule 1 

(2) An appli ation for leave to i e executi ucainst od iff 
after the jud rment o1 rdet ha be entered or 1 it may be m 
to the registrar, subject to the | ns of Rule 16. [A.R., 3 

Appointment of 7 ver. 

7 {ppl tion of Te / Form 4 l These Rul hall not af t 
ex parte applications for the appointment of receivers; but if an or 
is made on any such application it shall be an interim order only (witl 
or without an injunction), and such order shall be served on the debtor 
in accordance with Rule 21 

(2) A final order for the appointment of a receiver shall not be mad 
unless notice of the intention of the creditor to apply for ch ord 
according to the form in the Appendix, has been served on the debt 
in accordance with these Rules. [New.] 

Other Appli ations for Lee to Pi ed 

8. Other apy t 1@ for leave to pre ecd Any other pplication fo 

leave to proc eed under paracr ph (a), not in the , Rules nro ided for 


shall be made to the judge. [A.R., 3.] 
Applic tliona under Para 
9 tmendment of Rul: 2 of principal R les a 
courts.—Rule 2 of the Principal Rules shall have effect subject to the 
following modifications, viz. :— 
(a) An application for leave to tal resume, or enter into posses 
sion of any property, or to exer f 
made to the county court wher 
(i.) the amount of the sum for enforcin 


h (hb) 


to applicati 


whereof, or in default of payment or recover here t ( 

is sought to be enforced, does not exceed one hundred pounds : and 
(i in the case of lands, tenements, or hereditaments, 1 +} 

the value of the premises nor the rent payable in respect there 


exceeds one hundred pounds a year. 


(h) An applicati n for leave to foreclose or to re lise anv secur 
mav be made to the county court where the amount of the pr 
sum secured does not ¢ eed fiye hundred por de [New.] 
10. Vo what ceurt applicati nm het le l Appl tions to th 
County Courts under paragraph (/) may be made : 
(i.) in the case of an application for leave to levy any distress 


situate ; 


Act, 1914. 


registrar gives 


Act 1888 


to distrain shall 


th proceedings on 





to the court in the district of which the premises are 


(ii.) in the case of an application to take, resume, or enter into 
possession of any property, or to exercise any right of re-eutry, or 
to foreclose or realise any security on any premises, to the court in 
the district of which the property or premises is or are situate ; 

(iii.) in any other case, to any court which would have jurisdic. 
tion in the matter without leave granted under section seventy-four 
of the County Courts Act, 1888 [51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, s. 74), if the 
creditor were a plaintiff and the debtor a defendant in an action 
brought to enforce the remedy which the creditor desires to enforce. 












(2) Provided as follows :— 

i.) If in any case any other court would, if the creditor were 
a plaintiff and the debtor were a defendant in an action brought 
to enforce the remedy which the creditor desires to enforce, have 
jurisdiction in the matter if leave were granted under section 
seventy-four of the County Courts Act, 1883 {51 & 52 Vict. c. 4%, 
s. 74], to commence the action in such other court, the creditor may 
apply to such other coart for leave to make his application therein, 
on filing an affidavit showing that the court would have such juris 















diction : 


(ii.) The provisions of Order V., Rule 13, of the County Court 
Rules shall, with the necessary modifications, apply to any applica- 
tion under this paragraph; and if leave is granted a copy of the 
affidavit, with a copy thereon of the order granting leave, shall be 
xed to and served with the summons mentioned in the next 

following rule. [Substituted for E.P., 5 (1).] 

Ll. Application by summons, Form 5.—Applications under paragraph 
4) shall be made by means of a summons according to the form in the 
\ppendix, entitled “In the Matter of the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
(E.P., 5 (2).] 
12. Service of summons.—A summons under paragraph (4) shall be 

d on every person affected thereby four clear days at least before 
day fixed for the hearing of the summons, unless the judge or 
leave for shorter service. Service shall be effected in 
rdance with the County Court Rules as to service of notice of an 


{A.R., 4.] 























iterlocutory application. 

13. Application to registrar.—An application under paragraph () 
nay be made to the registrar, subject to the provisions of Rule 16 
K P 5 3 ] 

160.—Where rent 






14. Distress for rent under 51 & 52 Viet. c. 43, ». 
| d under section one hundred and sixty of the County Courts 





ind the bailiff is required to distrain for the same, leave # 
{[New.] 


Substitute d Service. 






not be requ red. 





l Subetituted service of notices and summonses, <The practice of the 
ils as to substituted service of notices and summonses shall apply 
of applications and summonses under these Rules. [Sub 
E.P., 3 (4).] 
Applications to Registrar. 
ation made to registrar.—Where under these Rules 
be made to the registrar, the following provisions 















tp} i on ma‘ 
ll apply : 

the re rar may in any case refer the matter to the judge; 

) where the amount of the subject matter of the application 
exceeds five pounds, the registrar shall, on the application of e ther 
par refer the matter to the judge; and 

rescind order made by the 


ii.) the judge may vary or any 
registrar, and may make such order as may be just. (E.P., 5 (3).] 

, Evidence in Support of Application. 

17. Evides n support of application.—It shall not be necessary ™ 
the first instance for a creditor to support any application either unde 
paragraph (a) or under paragraph (4) by any affidavit or other evidence, 

ept such e if any, as may be required to show the nature and 
extent of the relief required by him, But the court may in any ca 
| h requirements or give such directions as to evidence on the 


make suct 


either party or both parties as the case shall require. (E.P., 9.] 








adience, 







Pp irt ol 





Power to Hear Cases in Private. 
18. Power to hear cases in private.—The court may at any stage of 
li an application under the Act order that the cas 

{E.P., 16.] 






ard be heard in private. 

Forms. 
19. For Supply of forms.—(1) The forms in the Appendix hereto 
th such modifications as may be necessary, shall be used for notice 
ipplications to and summonses issued by the County Courts. Every 
I tice or summons shall have appended thereto a note in the for 


in 
[E.P., 3 (1, 2), 4 (4); A.R., 5.] 





ll thenceforw 











1 Appendix. 





I te ‘ 
2) The registrar of any court may apply to the Treasury for any 
f the said forms to be printed and supplied to him, and if te 
upplicat is granted may obtain such forms and supply the so 
thout charge for the use of parties requiring the same. [New.] 


Preparation, Filing, &c., of Notices and Summonses 
20. Preparation, &c., of notices, summonses, and copies.—A not 
ition, or a summons (other than a judgment summons or 


an appli r 

hee summons), shall be prepared by the applicant and filed wit 
registrar, with as many copies as there are parties to be se 

Provided that any notice or summons, with the necessary copies, ma) 


f the registrar so thinks fit, be prepared in his office: And the regist# 
hall examine, complete, seal, and where necessary sign the same, 
hall, where notice of an application under paragraph (@) is pursuant # 
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Rule 1 of Rule 3 to be served with the original o: judgment summons, 
annex the copy of the notice to the copy summons for service, and 
shall in any other case return the copies of the 
the applicant for service. [A.R., 6.] 


J 


[To be contin ued, | 


notice or summons to 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The President, Sir Charles FE. Longmore, K.C.B.. has 
Colonel of the lst Reserve Battalion 
on duty in Suffolk, and during his abs 
by the Vice President. 


been — ‘ 
he Hertfordshir Regin ent, 
ence his duties will be u ox ne 


United Law Society. 

above society was held on Mond y, 16th Novembei 
Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. Mr. C Haddon 
Gray moved : *‘ That the case of Re Benzon, Bower v. Chetwynd (1914, 
2 Ch. 68) was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. Neville Tebbutt opposed. Phe 
following gentlemen also spoke : Messrs. C. P. Blackwell, N. H. 
C. R. Morden, and E. 8. Cox Sinclair. The motion was lost 

A meeting of the above so lety was held on Monday, 
at 3, King’ 8 Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. Mr. James Ball 
moved : ‘‘ That the moratorium has tended to be productive of more 
harm than good.’”’ Mr. Cox Sinclair opposed. The following gentle 
men also spoke : Messrs. Neville Tebbutt, T. Aynes, C. R. Morden, and 
A. Sonne (visitor). The motion was lost by 6 votes. 


A meeting of the 
at av, King ) 


Aaron, 
t by 8 votes 
23rd November 


The Union Society of London. 


A meeting of the Union Society was held on Wednesday at 3, 
Plowden-buildings, Temple, the President, Mr. Harry Gee n, in the 
rosa A vote of condolence was passed with the relatives of the late 
Lieut. Hl. Rolleston Stables, a member of the Society, recently killed 
in action. The Hon, Se etary reported the following 1 
serving with H.M, Forces :—Messrs, Coote (late hon. secret iry), Leigh 
Lemon (late hon, treasurer), Ambrose, Safford, Reng Te ague, Fletcher, 
Crawford, Counsell, Michelson, and O’Meara. Mr. Coram moved that 
“The Triple Entente should be maintained.” Messrs. Baker, Geen, and 
Quass also spoke. The motion was carried. 


members as 


_—— 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The annual meeting of the Solicitors’ 
held at the Law Society's Hall on Wednesday, the 9th prox., at 2 p.m. 
A circular letter, signed by Mr. W. Arthur Sharpe, chairman of th 
board of directors, has been issued to the members of the 
to the effect that the directors have decided, in c 

war, that the annual festival dinner shall not be 
that dinner the association had, 
and he felt sure the members 
desirable to dine together, it 


Benevolent Association will be 


association, 
nsequence of the 
held this year. At 
on an average, collected about £1,630 
would agree that, while it was not 
was desirable that the association should 
not suffer in funds. The directors had expressed their opinion that 
although we were now in a se ial strain, it was extreme 
necessary to support the existing institutions that relieved distress—: 
view that, he mi: ght say, as one of the Council of the Law Society, w 
supported by them. The Peced wi m had already begun to feel the 
poverty caused to members of the pre fession by the war, and he hopes 
that solicitors would share with him the resolve that the associat 
should not be worse off because the usual festival was not held. He 
invited subs: riptions and donations, which would be announced at t) 
annual meeting. It would be a it event if it could be said that the 
abandonment of the annual Gieiee this year had not caused solicitors 
to fail in giving the association their support. 


ison of spec 


Law Cierks and the War. 


There are several hundreds of law clerks with His 


Forces. 

A fund is being raised among thi w cl sof Eneland and Wal 
for the pur pose of purchasing two « thre n t bulances to be set 
to the front. A large of the lara 
firms in the provinces as well as in London has been formed, and t} 
effort, whi . is being pentiintar ot by the United Law Clerks’ Society, at 
the invitation of the British Red Cross Society, is also re eiving th 
support of the Manchester and Norwich Law Clerks’ Societies, th: 
Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Associat on, and the County Courts’ Clerks 
and the County Courts’ Officials’ Associations. : 

The ambulances will be marked as “The Gift of the Law Clerks « 
gland and Wales,” and it is sincerely honed that every clerk in evet 
office will embrace this opportunity of rendering effective, thougl 
Unostentatious, aid to some of our heroic defenders who may have th 
struggle in which they are 
» Hon, Secretary, Law Ch rks’ Red 


serving 


M rjesty 


» council of represe! 11 of some 


misfortune to be wounded in the titan 
engaged. Remittances may be sent t 
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ROYAL EXCHANCE 
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EXECUTORS & TRUSTEES OF WILLS 
TRUSTEES OF NEW OR EXISTING 
SETTLEMENTS. 

Apply for full particulars to— 


Tho SECRETARY, ROYAL EXCHANCE ASSURANCE, LONDON, E.C. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH, 29 & 30, High Holborn, W.C. 


THE SOLICITORS nominated 
by the Creator of a Trust arse 
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Cross Fund, 2, 


Stone-buildings, 
“Hoare & Co., 37, 


Lincoln's Inn, London, W.C., crossed 


Fleet-street, E.C. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


University of Lonpon, INteR CoLLeGiATEe Law SrupENTs Socier1y.— 
At a meeting held on Tuesday, November 24, 1914, at | niversity College 
Mr. F. Bradbury in the chair), the subject for debate was “ That the 
railway ompany is liable in the following circumstances.” <A railway 

| 1 has a goods yard bounded by an open which is 
dangerous. Ti plainti ff is well acquainted with the yard, He 
ome h his horse and cart to fetch goods from the station. While 
office, the horse backs into the culvert and is injured, 
The stance of Norman v, G.W.R. (1914, 2 K.B. 153: 110 L.T.R. 506) 
Mr. . Blake opened in the affirmative, and Mr. R, F. Levy in the 
negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. H. P. Wells, 
E. M. Duke, H. Todd Thornbery, and P. A, Wood. The leaders having 
replied, the Chairman summed up, and on the motion being put to the 
meeting it was carried by eleven votes to six. 


culvert, 


good 
our 


con in 


hie $s in mn 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 
FINAL EXAMINATION 


andidates (whose names are i alphabeti 
Final Examination held on 2nd 


il order) 
and 3rd Novem 
















Angus, e Rodda Gowland, 
Atkins rT i Stewa (;reaves, 
Bird, W , Hague, Henry Thomas. 
Blair, James d Harden, William Walla 
Bloom, Frederick vma Hlorseman, Harold, LL.B 
Broome, Bertram Edw Jenkins, Leonard Cottrel 
Brown, Stanley G King, David. 

Brown, William Leonard Leather, Reginald. 

Crosse, Sidn Ernest. Loveridge, C harles Harry 
Cunningham, Graham, LL.B. Matthews, William Henry. 
London). Morrison, William Alexander 
David, Alexander Chark Russel. 

3A. (Oxon) Needham, Eglin, B.A. (Cantab). 
Davis, Lawrence Michael Phillips, John Trevelyan. 

Dixon, Horace Albert Rose, ‘Thomas. 

(Cantab). Samuels, Moss Turner 

Edw oe . Eric Wilson Shawe, Harold Lancaster. 

Ev Francis Vaugh Shepherd, Thomas Morgan 

E vill, Wilfrid Ariel Snow, John, B.A. (Oxon). 
I 
| 
I 


Thomas Stockton. 
Frederic 


( Lond n) 


Robert 


airbairn, Gordon Grange Snowball, John Stanley. 
Thomas, Cecil Samuel 
Thorp, Markham Henry 
Waterer. Robert Bernard 
Williams, William Emys 

(Wales). 

indidates, 63; pa sed, 44 
Order of the Council, 

. R. COOK, Secretary 

London W.C 


irth, William He 
rv, William He 
ullwood rt Wilfre 


LL.B LL.B 


H Chancery-lane, 


20th November, 1914. 


Candidates (whose 
| at the Intermediate 


Rames are in alphabetical order 
Examination held on 4th and 5th 
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A Candidate is not obliged to take both parts of the Examination 
at the same time. 
PASSED. 
Lieberman, Reuben. 
Lord, William Haworth. 
Metcalfe, William Thomas. 
Miller, John Eric Hall. 
Morley, David. 
Morpeth, Stanley. 
Morris, Owen Temple. 
Newman, Cyril James. 
Outram, Charles Reginald 
Pringle, Walter Robert Howe. 
Pullan, Charles Maxwell. 
Richards, William Islwyn. 
Rose, Donald Hoult. 
Watson, John Alfred. 
Whitaker, Cedric Huyh, B.A 
(Oxon). 
Williams, Evan Idwal. 
Young, Reginald Leonard Rumsey. 


Baxter, George Vernon. 

Bebbington, Alfred. 

Bradshaw, Alfred Exelby. 

Brown, Ernest Edward. 

Carter, Alfred Henry. 

Chadwick, Harold. 

Coleman, Robert Edwin. 

Edwards, John Verney. 

Evans, Llewelyn. 

Exton, Digby Hubert 

Graham, Ernest Frederi: 

Hill, James Croasdale 

Hilton, Samuel. 

Horner, Frederick Julian. 

Horton, Frank. 

Hughes, David Wynford. 

Jones, William. 

Land, Edmund Charles Frank. 

Tue Fottowine Canpipates HAVE PAssep THe Lecat Portion ONLY :— 

Ackroyd, John William. Kenshole, Edward Harold. 

Baldwin, Edwin Wilfred Malcolm. Kenyon, Wilson. 

Barwick, Douglas Harry. King, Edwin Horatio Herschell. 

Bate, Roger. Latham, Harold. 

Baynes, Edward Reginald, B.A. Lee, Henry Charles Cyril. 
(Oxon). Lindley, Frank Joshua. 

Bensted, Arthur James. Lumley, Archibald Basil. 

Bergendorff, Otto Leopold McFall, Cyril Skelton. 

Blagg, Claude Edmund Langley. Mackay, Alexander William. 

Bodkin, Peter Raymond Marks, Laurence. 

Bonsey, Edwin Kenneth, B.A. Mawson, Joseph 
(Oxon). (Durham). 

Boulter, Bertram Ernest. Morgan, Daniel Owen. 

Burcher, Leslie Corbet. Nalder, Frank William. 

Butterworth, Rowland. Newman, Douglas. 

Bygott, Edward. O'Connor, Edmond. 

Campion, Harold Jol O'Meara, Aubrey Ivor. 

Clark, Charles Eric. Park, Leslie. 

Cleobury, Sidney. Pearson, William Wilmot. 

Cochrane, Donald He nry Petch, Frederic Gordon 

Collis, George Douglas Pownall, Henry. 

Colwill, Eric Richard. Quénet, William McDonald 

Cook, Frank Oldham. Robertshaw, Walter Greenwood. 

Creery. Leslie. Robotham, Cordon Blews. 

Daniel, Rea Albiston Ruddock, Thomas. 

Davies, Henry Howells Schulz, Robert. 

Dickinson, Arnold Victor Sheather, John Charles. 

Edmanson, Joe. Smith, Gerald. 

Flanagan, George Anton Staddon, tarry Kenneth 

Garner, William Thomas. Stevens, Harold Charles Gilbard. 

Graham, Harriman. Stevens, John Julien Church. 

Guest, Charles Henry Travers. Taylor, Ernest Morton. 

Harrison, Eric Vernon Thackwray, Harold Lackabaue. 

Harrison, William Frederick Crisp. Thompson, Ronald Wilfred 

Hawes, Henry Francie Treasure, Garnet Wethey. 

Hillier, Alfred Charles Troath, Walter Arnold. 

Hinchcliffe, William Arthur. Tull, George John Daniel. 

Hopkins, Arthur Henry. Turner, Charles Frank. 

Jackson, Nicholas. Vale, John. 

Jarrett, Eric John Yorke. Walker, Victor Kynaston. 

Jenkins, David. Watson, Robert Owen. 

Jenkins, Thomas Milwyn Lloyd. Williams, John Lias Cecil. 

John, David Moy. Williams, Nicholas Thomas. 

Jones, Edward Oliver. Wills, Thomas. 

Jones, Thomas Richard. Wilson, John Pitchforth. 

Jones, William Myddleton. Woodroffe, Geoffrey Edward. 

Kay, William. 


Landt, B.A. 


Number of Candidates, 156; passed, 125. 


Tue Fottowmc Canpipates HAVE PAssep THE TrUst ACCOUNTS AND 
Booxkeerine Portion ONLY :— 
Aman, John Godfrey. Holloway-Pike, John Edward. 
Broughton, Bernard Lennox, M.A. Hopwood, John Gilbert. 

(Oxon). King, Bernard Ellis. 
Brown, Alfred George Tasker. Leak, Reginald. 
Chowen, Basil Hector. Newey, William Lewis Walker. 
Crawshaw, Francis Seymour. Newman, William Henry. 
Davies, John Norman. Orrell, Keith Faulkner Andrew. 
Forster, William, B.A., LL.B. Smith, Kenneth Gill. 

(Cantab). Wallace, George Malcolm. 
Foster, Arthur William. Whiteside, Cyril. 
Charles Alan, LL.M. Whittingham, John Herbert. 
Willey, Norman Charles Beresford. 


Getley, 
(Liverpool). 
Harker, George Cuthbert Warbur- Williams, William Owen, LL.M. 


ton, B.A., LL.B. (Cantab). (Liverpool). 
Higman, Bernard Drake. 
Number of candidates, 106; passed, 59 
By Order of the Council, 
E. R. COOK, Secretary. 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
20th November, 1914, 





Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. G. J. Tatsor, K.C., has been elected a Bencher of the Luner 
Temple. 

Mr. Syep Hassan Imam, Barrister-at-Law, has been appvuinted to be 
one of the Judges of the High Court of Judicature at Fort William, in 
Bengal, in succession to Sir Harry L, Stephen, who has retired. 

Sir Joun Epwarp Power Wattis, Knight, Barrister.at-Law, has 
been appointed to be Chief Justice of the High Court of Madras, in 
succession to Sir Arnold White, who has retired, 


Information Required. 


WILL OF THE LATE ELIZABETH DAVIDSON (Widow), of 
17, Courthope-villas, Wimbledon.—Any solicitor or other person having 
prepared or having any knowledge of same is asked kindly to commu 
nicate with G. Houghton & Sons, solicitors, 63, Finsbury-pavement, E.C, 


General. 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, in answer to Mr. Bowerman, 
Mr. Runciman said; The litigation with regard to the assets of the 
Birkbeck Bank has ended. There are still some further assets to be 
realized, and the official receiver hopes to be able to declare a final 
dividend of about 8d. in the pound, making a total distribution of 
16s. 8d. in the pound, not later than next March. 

A Treasury return issued last Saturday shews that the Special Com- 
missioners asked 31,755 persons to mabe returns for super-tax in 
1909-10, 18,182 in the following year, 18,900 in 1911-12, 18,687 in 
1912-13, and 22,845 last year, the last three sets of figures being incom 
plete, as applications for returns continue to be made. The persons 
giving notice that they were liable to super-tax numbered in the first 
year 21, in 1910-11 1,966 announced their liability, and in the past 
three years the totals were 101, 77, and 89. In 1910-11 1,301 persons 
neglected to make returns because they had not been asked, but sub 
gequently did so, and since then 730, 490, and 60 came under this 
category in successive years. 

In the House of Commons, on the 18th inst., Mr. Joynson-Hicks 
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer what appointments Sir William 
Vlender has received from the Treasury since lst August, 1914. The 
reply was that Sir William Plender has been appointed by the Treasury 
Controller of the German, Austrian, and Turkish banks licensed to 
carry on business in London. He has been good enough to consent to 
serve on the Committee on Relief to British Traders in respect of 
debts abroad and to place his very valuable advice at the disposal of 
the Government in connection with some other questions. Sir William 
Plender would receive no remuneration from public funds in respect of 
any of these services. 

The report for 1913 of the Metropolitan Police Commissioner states 
that three new factors have contributed to the frequency of house- 
breaking in London and the difficuities of prevention and detention. 
They are :—(1) The rapid and cheap transit by tube and motor-omnibus, 
which enables a professional housebreaker to live an orderly life in 
one part of London, and commit his offences in another where he is 
quite unknown; (2) the spread of insurance against burglary, which 
seems to make the householder neglectful of simple precautions for the 
safety of his property; and (3) the growing use of ornamental leaded 
panes of glass in hall doors, which can be displaced by the afternoon 
heuscboenber sufficiently to admit his fingers to the latch of the door. 
The total number of persons apprehended for all offences during the 
year was 132,976. This number is the highest yet recorded, and com- 
pared with 128,604 in 1912, an increase of 4,372. But this increase was 
due to minor offences. 

Members of the Royal Courts of Justice Volunteer Training Corps to 
the number of about 350, out of a total strength of 575, were, says 
the Morning Post, paraded in the Central Hall of the Law Courts on the 
night of the 19th inst., for inspection by the Lord Chief Justice, who 
first visited the new miniature rifle range and scored a “ bull”’ with 
the first shot. Master G. A. Bonner said this was but a portion of 
the whole corps being raised throughout the country, which numbered 
over 200,000 at present, and would shortly reach a million. They were 
all giving their time after office hours, and every single man was en- 
gaged in the service of the country. Their thanks were due to Lord 
Desborough, their president, and to Sir Kenneth Muir-Mackenzie, 
through whom the rifle range was obtained. Lord Reading said that at 
the present moment wherever one looked one found men who were 
anxious to do their duty and serve their country in the hour of trial. 
It was an especial pleasure to him to be present, as he recognized many 
faces familiar to him, and it was a satisfaction that such a body of 
men could be found to devote their time to such a noble work. They 
had that day witnessed the funeral of a man who stood pre eminent 
wherever the English language was spoken—Lord Roberts—and who 
would have given his high approval of what was being done there. In 
the example which Lord Roberts had set to them the world’s history 
would recognize a great chief and a noble man. Lord Reading added 
that he would be delighted to serve with this corps whenever their 





chairman called upen him. 
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At the Grimsby County Court, on Wednesday, Sir G, Sherston Baker 
ave his decision in a case in which a fisherman claimed compensation 
rom the owners of the trawler Kilmarnock for injuries caused by the 
trawler being blown up by a German mine in the North Sea. His 
Honour refused to allow the claim on the ground that injuries inflicted 
by the enemy do not come under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts. 
He expressed the hope that the case would be taken to the Court of 
Appeal. 
in the House of Commons, on the 19th inst., Mr. Fell asked the Secre 
tary of State for the Home Department whether he proposed to bring 
in any legislation or to frame regulations to restrict the power of all 
persons to change their names and the names of their business firms 
when they turned themselves into limited companies, and whether he 
would consider the suggestion that in all cases of such change of name 
the person or firm desiring to take a new name should be compelled to 
use the old name together with the new name for a period of ten 
years so that the public might not be deceived by the new name. Mr 
McKenna : The hon. member is probably aware that an Order in Council 
has been made under the Aliens Restriction Act which prohibits alien 
enemies from changing their names. The hon. member's proposal, 
which is a wider one, would require legislation, and as at present 
advised I am not satisfied that it is required. Mr. Fell asked why a 
man with a foreign name which he changed should not be required 
when using his new name to write “lately so and so.’"” Mr. McKenna 
replied that as far as war purposes were concerned the subject raised 
by the hon. member had been already dealt with. It might, however, 
deserve a little more consideration. 








Hereinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companiez, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








CAUTION.—The public are warned that a Sectional Bookcase similar 
in name and appearance to the ‘‘ Oxford ”’ (but differently constructed 
and more expensive) is being advertised. To avoid possible disappoint 
ment it is well to remember that the genuine ‘‘ Oxford ”’ Sectional 
Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and other exhibitions, is 
manufactured only by the sole proprietors, Witt1Am Baker Anpd Co., 
Oxford, from whom catalogues may be obtained post free.—Advt. 





Tue directors of the Alliance Assurance Company, Limited, at their 
meeting on the 25th of November, declared an interim dividend at the 
rate of 5s. per share, less income-tax, which will be payable on the 5th 
of Jannary, 1915. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 


December 3.—Messrs. H. FE. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart: Absolute Rever- 
sions, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this weck). 














Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice 
No. JoYcr. 
Mr. Synge Mr. Borrer 
Church Leach 
Farmer 
Bloxam 
Greswell 
Jolly 


Mr. Justice 
W ARRINGTON 
Mr. Leach 

Goldschmidt 

Greswell Church 
Jolly Greswell 
Bloxam Jolly 
Synge Borrer 


Nov. 30 Mr. Greswell 
P. Rloxam 
Jolly 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 


Mr. Church 
Farmer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 


Mr. Bloxam 
J 


Mr. Justice 
Date. NEVILLE, 


Monday Nov. 30 Mr. Farmer 
1 bi 


Mr. Justice 
v 


Mr. Jolly 
' Greswell 
Bloxam Korrer 

Goldschmidt Synge 
Leach Farmer , Borrer 


Bloxam Goldschmidt Greswell 


2 
3 
4 
5 


Church 


. . — 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 20. 


AERATRD DovGH Macuings (Forgies) Co, Lrp. (In VoLuntary Liqvipation). — 
Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send their Games and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to W. F. Flack, 42, Castle st, Liverpool, 

| liquidator. 

AMERICAN BOWLING ALLEY Co, Lrp. (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Dec 19, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Harold F. Cheshire, 47, Havelock rd, Hastings, liquidator. 

BRitisH Isies’ O1L Propucess, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Deo 24, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claima, to Bodway 
Stephens, 31, Lombard st, liquidator. 

Leeps FLAX AND HEMP SPINNING Co, LtD.—Creditors are requ'red on or before Dec 12, 
to serd their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Mr. Alfred Dobson, 10, Park row, Leeds, liquidator. 

MADAME VIOLETTR, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec $1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John George 
Nixon, 42, Grey-st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, liquidator. 

Rep Ensign Fitm Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 4, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their dobis or claims, to Alfred 
Assheton Lowe, 12, Coleman st, liquidator. 











Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Garette.—¥FripaY, Nov. 20. 


Mason & Sons (Finsbury Park), Ltd. T. W. Brookes & Co, Ltd. 

British Pure Fuel, Ltd. Gunwell Steamship Co, Ltd, 

Levey, Ltd. Morgan, Sharp & Co, Ltd. 

Brit Cycle Car and Motor Co, Ltd. Borneo Proprietary Estates, Ltd. 

British Mat Uo, Ltd. John Richmond, Ltd. 

Samson Cons ruction Co, Ltd. Argentine and General Exploration Co, 

Y: rkshire Motor Car Co, Ltd. Ltd. 

James Yates & Son, Ltd Madame Vi lette, Ltd. 

Ladlows (Limited) Old Union Mi.|, Holtst, British Metal Engraving Co, Ltd. 
Birminzham. Newport Tin Plate Co, ‘Ltd. 

Palmas & Co, Ltd. S. F. Field & Son, Lt. 

Modern Methods, Lt. Shire Line of Steamers, Ltd. 

Thomas Biddulph & Son, Ltd. Alam Chine Steamship Co, Ltd. 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last DAY oF CLAIM, 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 20. 


ABRAHAMS, EDWARD Grokok, Northumberland alley, Fenchurch sf, 
Attlee, Billiter 4 

AUDAS, ELizaBeTH, Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne Dec 24 
head 





Dec 31 Druces & 


Sutherland, Gates- 


BRAUMONT, Henry, Elland, Yorks, Insurance Broker Dec 31 

BELTON, CATHERINE JANE, Svuth 
jeants’ inn 

BOTLER, WILLIAM Bryson, Kensington Coart pl Dec 23 
morton av 

CaRR, Henry Jonus, Longeross, Surrey Dec 21 

CLARK, TERENCE, Murton, Durham, Miner 
Durham 

COHEN, EZEKIEL JONATHAN, Stratford, Easex 


Garsed, E. land 
Hil) pk, Hampstead Dec 14 Greaves, Ser- 


Ashurst & Co, Thrig- 


Rooker & Co, Plymouth 
Dec 12 Bailey, Kasingtoa Colliery Co, 


Dec 2) Attwater & L'ell, Bishops 


gate 
CORDINGLEY, CHARLES, jun, Belsize Grove, Haverstock Hifi, Journalist Jan 4 Peacock 
& Co, Field ct, Grays ion 





—_——— — — ———_-—- ———=s 





THE LIGENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


MOoOORGATE STHEBET, LOnwYvownwm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTESB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion ia Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 


POOLING INSURANCE. 

The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 


“pplication. 
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Cricntos, Rongrt, Caterham Valley, Surrey Jan 1 
FRRTEL, EMMA, Raynes Park, Surrey Dec 23 
Grogan, Geornar, Julians rd, Kilburn Dec 17 





av 
HABRIS, ROBERT ALLEYNE, Leinster tr, Bayswater Dec 30 Abbott & Hudson, Fen edbury 
church st Nock, Many, Erdington, Birmingham 
Haerison, Joun, Preesall-with-Hackiosall, Lanes, Farmer Dec 23 Gau ter, Fleet- | Parsons, WILLIAM, Swinbroke rd, Notting hill 
wo RIDLEY, MABiL, North Bailey, Durham Dec 31 
Hupsoy, Partie LLSwekiyN, Pampisfor!, Cambridge Dec 24 Lyon, Cambridge Tyne 
Hvuoues, Hueu, Penmachno, Carnarvon, Farmer Dec 20 Th mas, Lianrwet 


JACKSON, MARIANNE. Romford, Fasex Dec 20 
KEEBLE. JoHN, Mendiesham, Saffolk. Farmer Dec 20 


Neish & Co, 
Hodge, Bromley, Kent 
Haslewood & Co, Temple chmbra. Tem 


Altwater & Lieil, Bishopszat« 
Hayward & Son, 


Watling st 
Moore, SAMURBL, 
MuNy, THOMAS, Liverpool 


Sto «market 


Kent, Magy Waie.ey, Burley in Wharfedale, Yorks Dec19 Cobbett & Co, Man- | 

Laruay, THOMAS, Standish, Lancs, Colliery Proprietor Jan1 Rowhottom & Milligan, chester 
LaTwaM, WILLIAM, Wigan, Colliery Proprietor Jan 1 Rowbottom & Milligan, 

en, a Laycock, nr Keighley, Yorks Dec2i Laycock, Keighley 


LLEWSLLEY, Jonus, Devizes, Wilte Dec 31 
Mason, Eviza JAN&, Diss, Norfolk Dec 18 Lyus & Sons, 


McMILLAN, WILLIAM, Bromborough, Chester Dec 22 Gair & Co, Liverpool L rH, | 
MILLS, ANNA ELLEN, Par Station, Cornwall Janl Maxwell & Dampaey, Bishops- Freelsnd & Warder, Birmingham 
gave WorBoys, 
| Huspayp, Arntuur, Portsmouth, Builder Portsmout 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—TURsDAY, Nov. 17. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
BILL, Jonn Thomas, Dudley, Worcester, Bricklayer 
26 atl! Off Rec,1, Priory st, Dudley 
BILLepoRnovuen, THOMAS, Ribbleton, Preston, Bulider 
25 at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
DALE, FREDERICK NETTERVILLE, Withington, Glos, Gr cer 
Nov 26 at 3.30 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 
DAViEs®, HENRY ADDENBROUKE, Darran, Glem, Grocer 


Nov 


Nov 





Nov 24 at 12 Off Rec, County Court, Town Hall, 
Merthyr Tydfil 

FRANKLAND, Hensert, York, Boot Dealer Nov 25 at 3 
Od Rec, the Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Groner, WILLIAM, Bath, Grocer Nov 25 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

GoopmMay, THOMAS WILLIAM, Bulwel!, Nottingham, 
Draper Nov 25 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

HaInsTock, Ropert Tuvurssy, Copthall house, Stock 

| Nov 25 at 12.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

arey at 

HvuxseTer, ALBERT THOMAS, Crinbrook, Kent, Publican 
Nov 26 at 230 Off Re 12a, Marlborough pl, 
Brighton 


JENKINS, ELLEN, Roundwood rd, Willesden, Dairy Farmer 
Nov 25at 12 Baakruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

KIN@ELLA, EDWARD PaTRICK, and ALAN HART ARDLEY, 
Bexhill, Entertainers Nov 25 at 2.50 Off Reo, 124, 
Mariborough pl, Brighton 

Lark, THOMAS, Hoxton st, Hoxton, Hat Merohant Nov 
25 at 11 Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 

Lgwis, WILLIAM, Port Talbot, Glam, Grocer Nov 2% at 
1l Off Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary's st, Swansea 

Moons, Beatrice EveLine, Bradford Nov 26 at il 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Moss & Paps, Dartford, Kent, Cowkeepers 
3.15 77, High st, Rochester 

PaRKER, JOHN Groner, Crook, 
Nov 25 at 2.30 Off Rec, 3, 

ROvARD, EvoenRr, Fairmile av, Streatham, 
Manager Nov 25 at ll 132, York rd, 
Bridge rd 

SILLEY, Georoe, Brighton, Saddler Nov 25 at 12 
124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Sinoer & Co, J, Mile End rd, Costume Manufacturers 
Nov 26atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

STEEDMAN, Henry Percy GorMANSTON, Bri annia st, 
Hoxtom, Agent Nov 26 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

STEBLE, ALEXANDER RopeRTsON, Holland st, Kensington, 
Merchant Nov 25at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

STERN, SruON, Savoy ct, Strand Nov 26 at 12.30 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Suppaby, James, Beverley, Grocer Nov ‘27 at 11.30 
Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hul) 

TewskY, STANLEY Grorox, Rainnam, Kent, Nurseryman 
Nov 27 at 3.30 77, High st, Rochester 

Vickers, JOHN ALFRED, Retford, County Coart 
Nov 27 at 12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

WADks, FRANK, Lincoln, Grocer Nov 26 at 11.30 
10, Bank st, Lincoln 

WILLIAMS, WILLIAM EWARrrtT, Brighton, 


Nov 27 at 


Durham, General Dealer 

Manor pl, Sunderland 
Restaurant 

Westminster 


Off Rec, 


of 


Clerk 
Off Rec, 


Ham and Beef 


Dealer Nov 26 at 3 Off Reo, 124 Marlborough pl 
Brighton 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ADAMSON, MATILDA, Norton Woodseats, Sheffield Sheffield 
Pet Oct 21 Ord Nov 12 


BAILEY, GuorGE RoBERrT, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Grocer 
Nottingham Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 
BILL, JOHN THOMAS, Dediey. ere, Bricklayer 
Dudley Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 
CHESTER, CHARLES EDWARD, Southampton, Mortgage, &c, 
ker Southampton Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov 13 


Cook, WALTER, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Bricklayer Stour- 
bridge Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 

East, Gronex Epwarp, Broadhurst gdns, Hampstead, 
Burgeon High Court Pet July 22 Ord Nov lz 

Frovupsg, Faanx, Beaconsfield, Bucks, Builder Aylesbury 
Pet Oct 22 Ord Nov 12 

GRENFELL, ARTHUR Morton, Roehamptos, Banker 
High Court Pet Augi Ord Now 12 


GURR, FREDERICK, jan, Tunbridge Wells, Coal Merchant 
Tunbridge We ls Pet Novi4 Ord Nov l4 

HALL, SAMUEL, Heywood, Lancs, Saddler Bolton Pet 
Nov it Ord Nov 12 

Hawoarts, Harry, Blackburn, Commission Agent Bilack- 
burs Pet Nov 18 Ord Nev 13 

Notting- 


Hoge, GRorer, Kimberiey, Notts, Cattle Dealer 
ham Pet Novi2 Ord Nov 12 

HowWeLL, JARED DOUGLAS, Manselton, Swansea, Grocer 
Swansea 


Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov l4 


Habgood, Bristol 
Diss 


| HuxsTer, 











16 
| CHAPMAS, H., Leyton, Essex 





Fairbairn, Dudley 








Pet Noviz Ord Nov 12 
ALB*RT THOMAS, Cranbrook, Kent, 
Ord Nov 13 


Publican 
Hastings Pet Nov 13 

KEARTLAND, ARCHIBALD, Colwya! Bay, Denbigh, Moto: 
Car Proprietor Bangor Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

LARK, THOMAS Henry, Hoxton st, Hoxton, Hat Merchant 
High Court Pet Novi? Ord Nov 16 

LEWIN, FRANK Haroup, Kettering, Motor and 
Dealer Northampton Pet Nov 13 Ori Nov13 

Moors, BEATRICK EVELINE, Bradford Bradford Pet Nov 
14 Ord Nov 14 

Moss, BENJAMIN, Dartford, 


Cycle 


Kent, Cowkeeper Rochester 


Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 12 
NEWNHAM, Eanest Henny, Chatham, Kent, Commerci:! 
Clerk Roche:ter Pet Novlé Ord Nov l4 


Ros*, CHARLES EDWARD, Duke st, Grosvenor eq, Lajies 


Tailor High Court Pet Nov 1 ) Ord Nov 12 

SEWELL, WILLIAM, Suton, Wymondham, Norfvik 
Farmer Norwich Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov l4 

SILLEY, Georor, Brighton, Saddler Brighton Pet Nov 
18 Ord Nov 13 

SPITTLY, WALTER WILLIAM, | Middlesbrough, Ship 
Chandler Middlesbrough Pet Nov ig Ord Nov 12 

STEEDMAN, HENRY PERCY GORMANSTON, Britannia at 
Hoxtov, Agent High C.urt Pet Nov 12 Od 
Nov 12 

SuppDABY, JAMES, Beverley, Grocer, Kingston upon Hull 
Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

Swirt, THOMAS, Norton, Worces‘er, Farmer Worcester 
Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

TANNER, THomAs, Hen! y on Thames, Carrier Reading 
Pet Nov12 Crd Nov 12 

WILLIAMS, WILLIAM Ewart, Brighton, Ham and Beef 
Dealer Brighton Pet Novis Ord Nov 13 


Winwoop, Tuomas RaLepm OkEDEN, Alberta, Canada 


High Court Pet June 25 Ord Nov 12 


Amended Notice substituted for that nee in the 
London Gazett: of July 1 
JERMANSKY, ABRAHAM, Blackpool, Genaad Dealer 
Pet May 30 Ord July 7 
London Gazette—Fripay, Nov. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ADAMS, GEORGE WILLIAM, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Clothier 
Bangor Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 
ALCocK, WINIFRED PorotHy, and ELLEN Mary Cocks, 
Guildford High Court Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 


Leeds 


20, 


Moorg, Isaac Levi, Aston, Birmingham 
Manchester Dec 31 
Dee 21 a 
MYNons, Major WILLOUGHBY BASKBRVILLE, Evancoyd, Radnor Dee 18 Maseftel J, 


ROBERTSON, Lieut Col PATRICK FRANCIS, Guiidford st, Russell sq Jan 2 Baxter & Ca 
Victoria st, Westminster 

RODOCANACHI, DuspIna, Westbourne ter Dec 28 Markby & Co, Coleman st 

SCHLOESSER, CARL, Fitaroy rd, Regent's Pk, Artist 

SE\RLE, SARAH ELIZABETH SHAW, Brixham, Devon 


SENNITT, HENRY OASLAND, Westbourne Pk Dec 20 Cooper & Co, Portman st 
SL\TER, JoHN, Bolton, Stores Manager Dec 18 Haughton & Haughton, Bolton 


Street, Jane, Whitefield, Lancs Dec 19 Boote & Co, Manchester 
VALENTINE, Rev JAMES MORRISON HANNAY, Earls Colne, Esser 


WILLIAMS, NELLIE ELIZAnETH, Handsworth, Birmiogham, Rose Engine Turner Dec @ 


EDWAKD, Guilden Morden, Cambridge 


SPREAG, 


ARMSTRONG, AGATHA HENRIETTA SYBILLA, Clifton gdns, | 


High Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 16 
Badges, FRANK, Kingston upon Iull, Foreman 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 16 Ord Nov 16 
BAILEY, ALFRED, Westhorpe, Suffolk, Baker Bury St 
Edmunds Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 
Baker, W T, Downham rd, Kingsland, 
High Court Pet Sept 4 Ord Nov 17 
BARDER, SAMUEL, Southport, Farrier 
Nov 16 Ord Nov 16 
BARNETT, FRANK, and THOMAS FREDERICK BARNET?, 


Packer 


Confectioner 


High Court Pet 


Nantwich, Plumbers Nantwich Pet Novi6 Ord 
Nov 16 
BEVAN, THOMAS GRIFFITH, Swansea, Labourer SWansea 


Pet Novi8 Ord Nov 18 
Binns, THOMAS, Altrincham, Coal Merchant 
Pet Novlé Ord Novi 
High Court 


Manchester 


Pet Sept 11 
Ord Nov 17 

Coegan, JAMES, and Epwarp CoaaAn, Ealand, nr Crowle, 
Lincs, Grocers Sheffield Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 18 

CoLeaTs. THOMAS, Sidcup, Kent, Machine Hand Roches- 


ter Pet Novi? Ord Nov 17 

CoLLIns, SSWELL, London rd, St. John’s Wood High 
Court Pet Aug 183 Ord Nov 16 

Cooper, Epwakpb, Cookham, Berks, Grocer Windsor Pet 
Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 

Cox, Guen ELMsie, Acacia rd, St. John's Wood Com 


Pet Nov 17 Ord Novi? 
L vadw iter, pr Rick- 
Pet Dee 23 Ord 


mercial Clerk High Court 

DE MOYLAND, HENRI STEENGRACHT, 
mansworth, Herts St. Albans 
Jan 31 


p'Omprain, Epiru Zon MAup#, St. Albans, Herts, 8t. 
Albans Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 
EVANS, GRORGE Spencer, Salford, Dairyman SalforJ 


Pet July 31 Ord Nov 16 
Frost, HARRY STANLEY, Camborne, Cornwall, Wine Mer- 
chant Truro Pet Novi7 Ord Nov 17 
GREEN, WILLIAM, Hugglescote, Leicester 
Trent Pet Nov16 Ord Nov 16 


Burton-on- 


HARDMAN, ABRAHAM, Glyn-neath, Glam, Draper Neath | 








Pet Novi8 Ord Novis 

HaRRIsonN, JOHN, Settle, Yorks, Catile Salesman Brad- 
ford ~. Nov18 Ord Nov 18 

HILL, AUST Leicester, /|Boot Manufacturer Leicest 
Pet Nov. 18 Ord Nov 18 


ls 






Dec 15 Phe!ps& Keeling, Birmingham 
Horner & Co, Manchester 
& Co, Clements inn, Strand 





Goddard 







Dec 24 Wood & Co, Birminghem_ 
Dec 21 Hughes & Son, Edgware rd ’ 
Dees & Thompson, Newcastle upos 











Dec 20 Joseph. Fore st 
Bec 17 Boddington & Co, Mum = 






Deo 14 Hooper é 


Dec 18 Veasey, Baldock, Herts 


Sale sman 














Dec 1 at 12 









Jones, Morris, Liedr Valley, nr Bet! waycoed, | Farme 
Portmadoc Pet Novi6é Ord Nov 16 4 

KETTERNGHAM, CHARLES, a Horse Dealer Norwich 
Pet Novi7 Urd Novi ; 

Kine Cross MoTorR Co, Halifax, Motcr Dealers Halifag 
Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 17 

LLEWELLYN, EDWARD, Geili Pentre, Glam, Grocer Ponty 
pridd Pet Nov17 Ord Nov 17 

LLoyp, WILLIAM, Manchester, Tailor Manchester P@ 
Novi? Ord Nov 17 

MACKRILL, EpwWaRD, Kingston upon! Hall, Jewell 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 18 

MaTruews, F. M., Barking, Essex Chelmsford Pa 
Oct 24 Ord Nov 18 

PALMER, FRANCISO CHARLES, Southery, Norfo k, Cycle 
Agent King’s Lynn Pet Nov17 Ord Novi7 

PHILLIPS, CHARLEY, Eastleigh, Southampton, Butchet 
Southampton Pet Nov16 Ord Nov 16 

WILLIAM JouN, Cheltenham, Pork Butchers 
Cheltenham Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 18 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

ALCOCK, WINIFRED DoroTHy, and ELLEN MARY Cocg& 
Guildford Nov 30 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgy 
Carey st 

ARMSTRONG, AGATHA HENRIETTA SYBILLA, Clifton gdmg 
Nov 30 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

BAGGS, FRANK, Kingston-upon-Hull, Foreman Pack 
Nov 30 at 11.30 Of Rec, York City Bank chmbm 
Lowgate, Hull 

BAILBY, GEORGE ROBERT, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Groce 
— 28 at 11 Off Rev, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting 

am 

BAKER, W T. Downham rd, Kingsland, Confectioner De 
1at12.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

BARDER, SAMUEL, Fordwych rd, Brondesbury, Furrigf 
Dec lat 11 Bankruptcy bldge, Carey st 

SARNETT, FRANK, and THOMAS FREDERICK BARN 
Nantwich, Chester, Plumbers Nov 27 at 3 Off Re 
King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

CHAPMAN, H, . Leyton, Essex Bankruptey 
bidgs, Carey st 

COLLINS, SEWELL, London rd, St John’s Wood Decl @ 
11.30 Bankruptcy bids, Carey st 

Cook, WALTER, Brierley Hill, Staffa, Bricklayer Nov @ 
at 12 Off Ree, 1, Priory st, Dudl ey 

Cox, GLEN ELMSLIE, Acacia rd, St John's Wood, Com 

mercial Clerk Nov 3vat12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Cany 

Hosier Nov ®# 







st 

DAVIDSON, WILLIAM THOMAS, Wicdsor, 
a' 11.30 14, Bedford row 

DE MOYLAND, HENRI STEENGRACHT, Loudwater, nr Rick 
mansworth, Herts Dect at 11.39 14, Bedford row 

D'OMBRAIN, KDI'H ZOE Maups, St Albans, Herts Nov @ 
at 11 14, Bedford Row 

GER, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Wolseley Bridge, Staffs, Engine 
briver Nov 27 at 3.3) Off Rec, King st, Newcastll) 
Staffs 

GURR, FREDERICK, jor, Tunbridge Wells, Coal Mere 
Nov 27 at 2.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough 
Brighton 

HALL, SAMUEL, Heywood, Lancs, Saddler Nov 30 at 1L 
Off Ree, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

HARRISON, JOHN, Settle, Yorks, Cattle Salesman Nov# 
at3 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, ord 

HAWoRTH, HARRY, Blackburn, Commission Agent Ne 
30 at 16.30 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

HOWELL, JARED DOUGLAS, Maneelton, Swansea, () 
Nov 27 at 10.45 Off Rec, Government bidge, St M 
st, Swansea 

HUSBAND, ARTHUR, Portsmouth, Hants, Builder Nov # 
at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge june, High st, Portsmouth 

JONES, CHARLES, and JoHN EDWARD PAKKER, H.Jifeh 
Motor Dealers Nov 30 at 11.15 County © 
House, Prescott st, Halifax 

JongEs, THOMAS, Ogmore Vale, Glam, Grocer Nov 30 ata 
Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

NEWHAM, ERNEST HENRY, Chatham, Kent, Commerelil 
Clerk Nov 27 at 3.45 77, High st. Rochester 

PHILLIPS, CHARLEY, Eastleigh, Southampton, Bu oa 
Nov 28 at 11 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, 
st, Southampton 

PICKLES, JAMES ROBERT, Trawden, nr Colne, Lancs MOF 
30atil Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Rives, GEorcE WILLIAM, Sheffield, Stationer Dee 1 
at11.30 Off Rec, Figtree in, Sheffield 

SEWELL, WILLIAM, Suton, Wymondham, Norfolk, Far 
Nov 28 at18 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

SPITTLE, WALTER WILLIAM, Middlesbrough, Ship Chai 
Nov 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrsa, Albert 
Middlesbrough n 

Swirt, THOMAS, Norton, Worcester, Farmer Nov 30@ 
11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

TANNER, THOMAS, | ‘Henley on Thames, Carrier 

at 12 14, Bedford row 
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